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VINDICATION 
o OUR 

Bleſſed Saviour's Divinity ; 
CHIEFLY AGAINST 
Dr. CLARKE. 


Wherein is ſhewn from ScRIPTURE,| 
(after a Foundation is laid, by proving that this 
DocTRINE is not. inconſiſtent with RBASON,) 
That He is of the ſame Eſſence and Perfe&ions 
with the Father: And that this was the Opi- 
nion of the ANTE-NICENE Fathers; and of 
the ComPILERs of our LITURGY. 


AND THE 3 


Chief OBI ECTIONs are anſwer d. | 


By EDWARD POTTER, M. A. 
Fellow of Emanuel College in| 
CAMBRIDGE. 
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THE 


PREFACE 


HE greatef? Part of this Vindi- 
cation was drawn -up, above a 
Tear ago, in. ſeveral Diſcourſes, 
for the Benefit of a Private Audience. 
had no Thoughts Then, of appearing, in 
ths Publick Manner, upon the Subjekt. 

But ſpending afterwards ſome Conſidera- 
tion upon the Matter; I almoſt perſewad- 
ed my ſelf, that the publiſhing of it might 
not be altogether unacceptable or unuſeful 
to the World; and, at the last, by the 
Approbation of the Beñ Judges I cou'd 
ply my ſelf to, I was determin d to ven- 
'ure it Abroad. : 


I heartil ly wiſh it may have Influence | 
and Succeſs, wheyever there may be 15 


— I" 


© Preached in the Coll, — 
| Need 


| The PREFACE. 
Need of ſuch an Application: But if i 
contribute to reſcue only one Soul from t. 
Pernicious Error it oppoſes, and ſawi 
alive; I ſhall think my Time and Pai 
well ſpent, and ſhall have my Reward. 
Jo this Vindication be deſign d, Chit, 
ly, againſt Dr. Clarke's Scripture-Doftrin 
of the Trinity; I have confind my i 
to the Defenſe of our Bleſſed Saviour 
Divinity; being perſwaded, that if thi 
Point be gain d, the whole Controve\ 
will ſoon be at an End. os 

I am very ſorry that Reverend Gen. 
tleman, who is ſo well qualified, by hi 
great Parts and Learning, to promote ti 
Honour and Intereſt of Religion, fhouk 
on the Contrary, Oppoſe the Divinity 
its Bleſſed Author, and break the Unityq 
the Chriſtian Faith. = 

But he does not This with Impunity\ 
He has a Mark of Royal Diſpleaſure fa 
upon him; and is now before our Venere 
ble Eccleſiaſtical Synod, for his Heretic 
Opinions. 


Ther 


The PREFACE. 
There appears an Extraordinary Spirit 
7 Integrity and Wiſdom in that Great 
mncil; and a General Diſpoſition to ad- 
ace the Glory and Strength of Religion : 
nd They will ſpew, no doubt, a juſt In- 
nation againſt an Hereſy that ſtrikes 
the Root of Chriſtianity, and ſaps the 
ondation of our moſt Holy Faith. But 
does not become me to intermeddle in this 
portant Affair — — . 

Not defigning this Vindication for the 
lick, when I compos d it; I was not 
areful and exaft enough in making the 
ferences: And being very ill, all the 
ine it was in the Preſs, Twas not able to 
onpleat them. Among the many Inſtan- 
er, therefore, of Candor, which I hope 

he Reader will ſhew me; I muſt deſire 
im to be Generous and Favourable, in 
is Opinion of this Matter. There are, in- 
led, but few wanting, or imper fett. But 
t muſt be own'd as a fault, that they are 
ot all full and correF. I 


No 


The PREFACE. 
No Body, I believe, will be offended a 

my Freedom with Dr. Bull's Defenſe. 
greater uſe a Man makes, upon this Su 
jet, of that unvaluable Treaſure of n 
mitive Antiquity and Sound Reaſoniy 

the more ſecure he will be of appeam 
ewith ſome Reputation and Succeſs. An 
— that this Treatiſe is not more corrett, a 
more worthy of the Publick , when 1h 
ſuch a Shining Light, and ſo Glorious 
Guide before me, is to be charg'd uponn 
own Inadvertency and Injudicious Ma 
gr. hl 


E-R R-AM T7 ao. 

P E 4. Line 24. after Scripture, a Note Interr.? p. 18 

20. 7. Ridicule. p. 28. J. 28. 29. . Neceſſary Exiſtend 
p. 35. I. 22. r. thoſe. - p. 40. J. 30. r. thoſe. p. 61.1. 18. f 
Inſtruments, 1. Miniſters. p. 79. Note J. 3. r. womg. 5. 10 
J. 15. after Su bſtance. ? p · 110. Note J. 2. after B91 th 
point p. 129. l. 11. aſter Command it. r. to. p. 132. bi 
r. and Comfort. FV 
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Bleſſed Saviour s Divinity, Nc. 


Undertake, in this Diſcourſe, to 
| prove, that the great and venerable = 
Myſtery of our Saviour's Divinity, - 
I mean of his being of one Subſtance = 
"ith God the Father (for ſo I would have 

he Word all along underſtood) is a 

ragch of that Faith, which was once 

liver d to, and entertain d by, the Saints, 

nd by the wiſeſt, learnedeſt, and beſt 

8. Men of the primitive Church; and by the 

45 {W-ompilers of our Excellent Liturgy. 


| I own with.a becoming Deference, and 
I juſt Senſe of Gratitude, that many Learn- 
d Men have appear d, of late, with great 
\eputation and Succeſs, in their ſeveral 
lethods, upon this Subject, before me. 
zut 1 hope it will not be thought Pre- 
1 = ſumption 


z AA Vindication of our Bleſſed 
ſumption in me, after they have caſt in 
their Abundance, to caft in my Mite im 
the 2 When there are ſuch foul 
Rapes and Outrages commited upon out 
Articles of Faith, and Means of Salvation; 
tis time even for the meaneſt and mol 
unworthy of the Ambaſſadors of Heaves 
to employ his one Talent, in his prex 
Maſter's Service, and earneſtly to recon- 
mend and propagate the Faith, which uu 
once deliver'd to the Saints. | 


+ 


i 


The General Propoſition I lay down 


to the Arians, and all other Innovator the 
in this Article of his Divinity, is real con 
and eſſentially God; or a Being of thei can 
fame Subſtance, Properties and Perfect this 
ons, with God the Father. to 
IT OO b 
And This, I intend to do, chiefly, viii e 
regard to a late Book, intitul d, The Sm Ir. 
ture- Doctrine of the Trinity; written by Do 
Perſon of a great Character, for Induſt f 
Penetration and Learning; whom, nothin eitk 
but the Defenſe of a moſt importai del 


Truth, cou'd juſtify engaging with. Au ene 
if I make good my Point againſt him, i ve 
Hereſies, relating to this Doctrine, mu ten 
fall of Courſe. N 


m 


Saviour s Diviniy, &. 3 
his Introduction, to prove by Reaſon and 
Authority 3 That the Bible only, 18 the 
Religion of Proteſtants, and contains all 
Articles neceſſary to Salvation; That, in 
compiling Syſtems of Fundamentals, we 
muſt be guided by Scripture alone. For 
Forms of human Compoſition in Religion, 
ae no farther to be regarded, than as 
they are reconcileable with the Revelation 
of God; clearly expreſs d, in Holy Scrip- 
ture. | 5 9 


Had this Author been writing againſt 
the Creed of Pope Pius the 4ub, which 
contains 12 Articles more; than are, or 
can be, grounded upon the Word of God; 
this Introduction had been very ſuitable 
to his Deſign. But when theſe Remarks 
and Admonitions introduce a Diſcourſe on 
the Scripture-Account of the ever Bleſſed 
Trinity, in which the commonly receiv'd 
Doctrine of that Article is oppos'd and 
exploded ; and the Author inſinuates, that 
either the Compilers of the Rule of Faith 
deliverd in our Creeds, did not ſtick cloſe 
enough to the ſacred Writings, or that 
ve have departed from the Original In- 
tention of the Creeds we embrace; we 
have great reaſon to charge the Suggeſtion 
with Arrogance and Falſehood. For our 
Church acknowledges; with the utmoſt 

| — -* - 
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Veneration and Gratitude, that God hal"? 


been pleas d to make a full Diſcovery o ed 
his will to Mankind, in all things nectf. E 
ne 1a 


ſary to Salvation, in the Holy Scriptures 

and that nothing ſhou'd be admitted as 

Rule of Faith, which is not clearly er 

preſs d in thoſe Divine Oracles; and with 

all aſſerts, that the Articles of her Creed 

are the Dictates of the Holy Spirit, and 

the Voice of Scripture; and that the Di 

vinity of our Saviour, or the Eternal God 

head of the Son, as is maintain'd by thoſ 

| who are ſtil'd Orthodox, is one Article d 
her Creeds, as being part of that Faith 
as will appear, I hope, afterwards, which 
was once deliver'd to the Saints. 


hat 1 
Fcrip! 
III 
eceſ 
Nerm! 
o ne 
A ni 
dane 
and t 
ate 
low'c 
joub 
and 

thod 
tho 
may 
othe! 
whet 
Fait! 


— LD 4 N — N 
7 * £ * * 4 = 
— : — RO COP Dh way —— 


And what a wild imagination is it it 
cour Author's Introduction, that Men ma 
+ aſſent and ſubſcribe, for the ſake of Peace 

and Order, to any Forms of Faith of hu 
man Compoſition ; provided they can ut 
any ſenſe at all reconcile them with Scrip 


ture. And This, becauſe no Forms mull Feof 

be admited and comply d with, whic * 

are not, in ſome ſenſe, agreeable 1 * 

N Scripture. N are. 
„ e -; | i | and 

That no Symbol of Faith is to be te — 

ceiv'd, which is not clearly grounded up Goc 


on the reveal'd Will and Declarations ol 
Wh God, is moſt certainly true; and, that the 
EIS ſeveril 


ws 


Saviour s Divinity, &. 6 
yeral Articles muſt be ſubſcrib'd to, in a 
enſe agreeable to the reveal d will of God, 
; equally certain; but, to allow Men a 
iberty of aſſenting to Forms of Faith, for 
xe ſake of Peace and Order, in any ſenſe 
hat may poſſibly be thought agreeable to 
cripturez is to introduce the wildeſt Li- 
ntiouſneſs, in a private Interpretation of k- 
eceſſary Articles and Scripture, and to 
xrmit Subſcriptions, in a ſenſe agreeable 
o neither. If the natural and abvious 
Sienification of Words, and the receivd 
Senſe of Articles may be departed from, 
and the Interpretation of Scripture be pri- 
ate and arbitrary, which is plainly al- 
low'd in the Doctor's Diſcourſe, it un- 
loubtedly follows, that the moſt foreign 
and unſcriptural Conſtruction of an Or- 
thodox Article and the Revelation of God, 
tho ever ſo contradictory to one another, 
may be perſwaded to meet and kiſs each 
other: And then it will be much the ſame, 
whether the Church enjoin Articles of 
Faith of a determinate. Senſe, or leave 
eople to believe what they will. For 
inſtance: An Article of the Church af 
England demands Subſcriptions to the 
three Creeds; the Apoſile's, the Nicene, 
and that, which is commonly call'd, the 
Athanaſian; One Article of which is the 
Divinity of our Saviour; whom they ſtile 
off God's any San our Lord, God of God, 
Wo 1 of- 


charging the ſound Conſtruction of this 
Article with Abſurdity, Non: ſenſe and 
Contradiction, and ſearching Scripture fat 6h 
1 another Senſe, wherein Our Saviour ma) int 
be ſtil'd the Son of God, without acknov-|il (1 


6 4 Vindication of our Bleſſed 
of one Subſtance with the Father; whoſt 
Godhead, Glory and Majeſty are equi 
and co-cternal with the Godhead, Glon 
and Majeſty of God the Father. No 
tis plain, as ſhall be ſhewn hereafter 
(whatever the Doctor has advanc'd to tid 
contrary) that our Church by embracin 
theſe Creeds, eſpecially the two latter 
which 1 ſhall inſiſt upon, and by enjai 
ing Subſcriptions to them, does fully n 
cognize the Divine Nature and infinig 
Perfections of Chriſt, in ſuch a ſenſe, x 
is abſolutely incompatible with the Do 
Ctor's Notion. And whoever aſſents at 
ſubſcribes to this Article, ſo as to be clex 
of the fouleſt Prævarication, muſt do i 
in the ſame Extent and Latitude, as thi 
Church maintains. For he that does nc 
comply with this Branch of the Chriſtia 
Faith, in the ſame unlimited Perfection 


: 1 ESL, i 132 po - | 
as tis thus propos d to him, does not em poſ 
brace an Article of the Church's Faith Ar. 
but makes one of his own. But now ac- tau 


cording; to our Author's Scheme; It is bu 


ledging his Eternal Exiſtence and Conſub- 


ſtantiality with the Father; and then: 


Man may ſafely, for the ſake of 3 _ 
* Hee 4 S200 > 5 5 a 


„ 
Z 
- 


Such infincerity as this, methinks, ex- 


rod rather for the Diſſolution of the 
nity of Faith, and the Bond of Peace, 
than for the Advancement of Order and 


Means and Aſſiſtances of Enquiry, recon- 


tends and maintains them, with Holy 
Scripture, he ought ingenuouſiy to ſuſpend 
his Aſſent; and not in the Spirit of Hypo- 
ciſy and Diſſimulation (as moſt will in- 
terpret it) intitle himſelf to the Benefit of 
An and then boldly write againſt 


But our Learned Author finding it im- 
poſſible, in his Judgment, to reconcile the 
Article of our Saviour's Divinity, main- 
tain d in an abſolute and unlimited Senſe, 
vith Scripture and Reaſon, vigorouſly en- 
deayours to prove, that the Compilers of 
our Creeds and Liturgy, could not con- 
ſiſtently with thoſe two glorious Lights, 
k intend it of his Eternal Exiſtence and Con- 
of bſtantiality with the Father. 


a NW. | | B * 5 For 


Order, aſſent to this Venerable Myſtery 


eds the groſs Equivocation«and mental 
Reſervation of the Jeſuits, and is calcu- 


Concord. If a Man cannot, after the beſt + 
cile Forms of Faith, as the Church in- 
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For to allow our Saviour to be an Er; 
nal Perſon, eſſentially endow'd with: the 
Perfections of neceſſary Exiſtence, Inde 
pendence, and the other  diſtinguiſhin 
Properties of the Godhead, is to give Hin 
the Honour of a Self- Originated ane 
Self-Exiſtent Being; which is to ina 
the Imputation either of Sabellianiſm, hj 


making Him the ſame Perſon with A son 
mighty God, under a different RepreſWone 
ſentation ;'or of Polytheiſm, by admit on 
ing more diſtinct Eſſences and Gods, 
than one. ian dae e! 
- This Notion of Chriſt's eternal and ne erit 
ceſſary Exiſtence, as implying, in th C 
Doctor's Opinion, Self. Origination, an Ari 
abſolute Independence, is to his Scriptut ch. 
a Stumbling Block, and to his Reaſoſ 
Footliſhneſs, and the cauſe of the recon / 
ciling Doctrine, we meet with, in his El:WLit 
| borate Diſcourſe, TENT en 


In order therefore, to give as full ad 7 
diſtin& an Anſwer, as I can, to the BookWpau 
under Conſideration; 1 ſhall, Firſt,  ExWocc 
plain, and diſtinguiſh between, Self- Orr his 
— gination and Self-Exiſtence, as applied tiiſ | 
God the Father; and eternal and neceſ. 
ſary Exiſtence, as apply'd to God the Son. 


Second, | 


Eten Second 4 1 mall prowe has: this Di- 
1 thlftinftion is no Derogation or Prejudice to 
the Divinity of the Son; but that He 
i rotwirhſtanding _ and n | 


God: 


7 birdly, That . account; * Chriſt's 
Nivinity, neither makes Him the ſame Per- 
fon with the ſelf-originated Being, on the 
one hand, nor infers a er of Gods, 
on the other. 


R That bis Titles, 1 
and Perfections in Holy Scripture, do 
eyince his being abſolutely and "efſancially 
God; To which -1 ſhall ab; join the Do- 
frine of the firſt and d pet Ages of the 
Church. - * "I owe | 


- 


And Laſh, That the Compilers of our 
Liturgy did. believe Him to be a 1 
really and eternally God: i vii, 


Theſe Heads being dircAy level d a- 
zainſt our Author's Doctrine, there is no 


occafion to give any farther Account of 
his Method 2 Deſi 1gn. | | 5 


vo aue of on u. 
t | lia 3 de | 
0 oa 2: nota! elat 


8. ECT. | 15: 4e 


2 teat SEL EDLY Þ 1. zan 9 


\ x 


IR Sr then, I am to explain, wy 

ſtinguiſn between, Sel -Originatia 
FF Self-Exiſterice,” a6 apply'd to 

the Father; and Eternal and Neceſſg 
Exiſtence as apply d to God ho Bog; 


Ion 't, I hope, be here i ima i'd; th 
I am going to find out God to 2 
or to & uuſe, above that which is writ 
concerning the Mode of Chriſt's Perſon: 
Exiſtentei The Efſence of God and th 
Manner df his? ſubſiſting are certainly 4 
unſearchable as his judgments ; and Scrj 
ture is to be the guide of our Reaſon, i 

eligious Speculations, as well as cher 
of our Faith and Manners. - But we 
an Article is charg'd with abſurdi 
contradiction from the principles oke _ 
ſon, tis time to conſult the tendes 
dictates of that glorious Faculty , / — 
impartially to enquire, what light - ſh 
will afford us, in clearing up the dif 
culties, which are we againſt a Scrip 
ture-Truth. 


For tho' the Article of our Saviour 
Diviairy be n a matter of Divine Re 
velation 


r 
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 W-ation; yet when his Exiſtence is thus 
cover d the Eternity and Neceſſity of 
at Exiſtence, as diſtinct from Self-Origi- 
ation and Self -Exiſtenee, may be the ſub- 
ect of Human- Speculation; but we ſhoud 
ever have offer d at ſuch niceties, tho ever 
d well grounded, had not the Enemies of 
ur Chriſtian Faith, made it neceſſary, and 


; FD BY ART JHCL en 
This being premis'd: Let me proceed to 
he Explaining of Self- Origination; by 
which we, by no means, underſtand the 
groduction of a thing out of nothing, by 
5 own operation and efficiency; for that 
nplies a poſſibility of being and not being 
t the ſame time, a ſuppoſition: of action, 
there there is no manner of exiſtence, 
ich are manifeſt contradictions. But 
for want of a better Word to expreſs our 

onceptions of this matter; we intend by 
t the Exiſtence of ſomething which ows 
ts Being, in no ſenſe, to any Fountain, or 
Original whatſoever; either in the order 
of Time, or of Nature and Cauſality: It 
inplies the Exiſtence of a Being, which 
vas not only from all Eternity; but /o, ab- 
ſolutely of, and from it ſelf, without any 
production, Emanation or Communication 
Jatſoe ver. e 


: 
4 5 
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Aute neceſſity of Exiſtence originally ore 


12 A Vindication of our Bleſſed 
And a Being thus Self-Originated, , 
"owing its Exiſtence. to no Modus 
Emanation, or Communication whath 
ever, muſt eſſentially and neceſſarily h 
Self. exiſtent. For as there was nothin 
in the order of time, or of nature an 
cauſality , antecedent to its: Origination 
i there can be no Power without, ng 
any deriv'd Principle within, to preſery 
its Exiſtence: But there muſt be an abſo 


ternally founded in its own Eſſence; by 
vertue of vhich abſolute neceſſity, it cu 
no more ceaſe to be what it is, with in 
Powers and Perfections; than it cou'd pre 
vent being what it is, with its Eſſentil 
P roper ties. £ } Its 'Exiſtence is neceſſary be 
cauſe tis eternal; and tis neceſſary in i 
ſelf, becauſe it could have it no where 


Thleſe are in ſhort the Notions we have 
of Self. Origination and Self- Exiſtence, as 


apply d to God the Father. Let us NOV tri 
enquire what conceptions we are able to h 
attain, of the eternal and neceſſary exiſtene WW... 
of God the Su. ra 
72 By Eternity of Exiſtence, We. mean 4 ſte 
Duration of it truly and abſolutely Eter- Ju 

its 


nal, without any beginning. For let thc 
Exiſtence of a Being be carried back, ever 
| 3 i 


) many Millions of Ages; yet if it once 
id a beginning; it has no more Title to a 
Int pages of Duration 4 parte ante, 
an if it had been but f Teſterday; be- 
uſe an Eternity of Duration, upon the 
ppoſition of its being once produce d, muſt 
are preceded its Exiſtence, which wou'd 
s much prejudice its own Eternity, as if 
t had been of a very late production. And 
y neceſſary Exiſtence we here underſtand 
ſuch an abſolute q lois or relation to Being, 
zsimplies an[mpoſlibility of Non-Exiſtence. 
Such a neceſſity of Exiſtence, as tho' it be 
not irrelative and independent, in the ſenſe 
of Self-Exiſtence, mention'd above, im- 
plies notwithſtanding an- abſolute contra- 
dition to a poſſibility of being annihila- 
ted, or alter'd in the Eſſence or Powers of 
the Being, to which it belongs. For we 
do not upon this occaſion underſtand a 
moral Impoſſibility of Non Exiſtence, a- 
ning from the nature of the Divine At- 
tributes, and the moral Dignity of a Being; 
which may ſtand in ſo high a degree re- 
lated and recommended to its Heavenly 
Father, by its extraordinary Excellences 
and Perfections; that it may be inconſi- 
ſtent with God's Goodneſs, Wiſdom, or 
WI Juſtice, to deſtroy its Eſſence or diminiſh, 
iss Powers. But we mean a natural Impoſ- 
ſibility of receiving any change in its E- 
ſence or Perfections, by its immediate, 
1 h neceſ- 


ö 


neceſſary and eternal Origination from tl 
SGod, who is liable to no manner of 2 
riabileneſs, or ſhadow of turning, but i 
neceſſarily the ſame Teſterday, t Day, a 
Exiſtence, which we aſcribe to our San 
our Chriſt, as diſtinct from the Self. On 
gination and Self-Exiſtence of his Father, 


." The Father is made of none, neither on 

ated, nor begotten, but eternal, of and fron 

Himſelf, and Self-Exiſtent by a- neceſlity 
originally founded in the nature of his om 

| perſonal Godhead... His Exiſtence ſupps- 
= ſes no Communication or Emanation, not 
any antecedent cauſality whatſoever; and 
therefore is abſolutely independent: and 
neceſlary in it ſelf W 


Te Son is neither made nor created; bu 
begotten of his Father by an Eternal Ge. 
neration, as being a neceſſary Emanation 
from Him. He is not Self-Originated; fot 
he receiv'd his Eſſence and all his Attri- 
butes and Perfections by Communication 
from his Father. Nor is He Self. Ex. 
ſtent, in the common acceptation of that 
Word; for as he receiv'd his Being from 
his Father, ſo his own Exiſtence muſt be 
founded in the Eſſence of his Father. But 
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,twithſtanding this; ſince; the Commu - 


n tb 

f v1 cation of the Divine Eſſence by the Fa- 
Nut i er, which was the proper Generation f 
„ aue Son, was Eternal and Neceſſary; che 


antialz eternal and neceſſary Emanation, 


certainly: accompany eternal and neceſſary 
Origination; for the one is abſolutely 
grounded upon the other. When I ſay that 
the Son is not Self. Exiſtent, I mean chat the 
Attribute of Self- Exiſtence cannot be af- 


tion to be its immediate principle and 
daun for in that ſenſe tis applicable 
tothe Father only. But the Son having the 
undivided ſubſtance, the fulneſs af the Gog- 
bead in its Eſſence and Perfections, neceſ- 
ny unicated to Him, muſt: receive 
by chat neceſſary communication, an inhe- 
rent Power of exiſting of Himſelf: For how- 
eyer the ſubſtance of the Divine Nature be 
communicated, or diſtinguiſh'd, it cannot 
ceaſe to be Self-Exiſtenc ; and therefore tis 
given to our Saviour, as tis expreſs'd in 
Scripture, to have life in Himſelf; and 
with that property, ſince his Generation 


ſtantial Communication of the Godhead, 
He muſt have all the Divine Perfections and 
Attributes in Himſelf, Self-Origination on- 


ly 


aſt have an eternal, immutable, and ne, 
ſary Exiſtence. Neceſſary Exiſtence muſt 


fem d of the Son, as it ſuppoſes Self. Ori. 


as will appear hereafter, was a full ſub- 


erſon of the Son, which was that ſub- - 


* 


ly excepted, in a compleat and infinit 
Degree. Yet I chooſe rather to aſcribe 
Neceflary than Self. Exiſtence to Him: Be 
cauſe many, amongſt whom is our Author 
have promiſcuouſly us d Self-Originatiog 
and Self-Exiſtence; and therefore to pre 
vent our Saviour's being either the ſane 
Perſon with the Father, or a diſtinct EA 
ſence and God from Him, have really mad i 
Him no God at all. Whereas ſtiling Hin r 
neceſſarily exiſtent by an Eternal COmm ui 
nication of the Divine Nature is more uu. he 
exceptionable, and altogether as expreſſm pf 


What is here advanc'd, is not deſignd 
for a proof of our Saviour's Divinity; fo 
the proofs of bie Truth muſt. be fetch e 
under my fourth Head from Scripture: But 
tis to ſhew with the Evidence, that vil l 
ariſe from the ſecond and third Propoſi 
tions, that what we really think Scripture 
and our Licurgy aſſert concerning his Na. 
ture and Perfections, implies no contradi 
ction (as our Adverſaries pretend it does) 
to the Principles of Reaſon. 


* 


- 1 F 
5 ; 4 


SECT. he 


# * * 
- 
; £2 
46 


Saviour Divinity, &. 1 
FC 


: Bey Proceed now, Secondly, To prove That 

this Diſtinction is no Derogation ox 
iooWrcjudice to the Divinity of the Son. 

Am Tis matter, I doubt not, of Exultatioi 

End Triumph to our Adverſaries to be al- 
odd, that our Bleſſed Saviour has not the 

Him roperty of Self · origination, and the diſtin= 

ima, uiſhing Character of Self- exiſtence, as tis 

un. he lmmediate and Neceſſary Conſequence 

ſiye pf it: They will flatter themſelves with the 

roſpect of an eaſy Conqueſt, when We 
claim, what They may fondly think, the 

nd erits of the Cauſe, and raze the only. 

for Foundation, upon which His Divinity can 

de built. But I hope it will appear in the 

But equel of my Diſcourſe, that this conceſ- 


on is no Diminution of His Divine Cha- 
ater ; nor any Prejudice to His being the 
me God with the Father in Nature and 


la. ſence; and in all choſe Perfections, which 
. Nie the moſt diſtinguiſhing Marks and E- 
idences of the Deny. 55 


Neceſſity of Exiſtence; grounded upon 
an Eternal and Subſtantial Communication 
of the Father, is, as was formerly obſerv'd, 

. {Wat we apply to the Son; that is, that 

. there could poſſibly be no point of Dura- 
on, in the Unfathomable Eternity of God's 
5 C Exiſtence 


been an act of moſt Unpardonable Pr 


things, if They do not ſpeak Him real 


18 A Vindication of our Bleſſed 
© Exiſtence 4 parte ante, in which there wh 
not a Neceſſary Emanation from Him if 
Eſſence and Perfections; which Emanxtu 
from Him, is ſtil'd the Generation of thi 
Son; who, by this Neceſlary and Etern 
Participation of His Father's Eſſence ae 
Perfections, muſt be Really and Subſtanti; 
SIC! 9 55 25. 65.00 7; 


A s on the one Hand; it would hy 


ſumption, to aſſert, by the Light of Uy 
aſſiſted Reaſon, that there was ſuch a Con 
munication of the Deity ; for it is a Myſt 
which muſt have been hid from all Ave 
and from all Generations, and cou'd nem 
have been known by the ſole ſtrength ( 
that faculty, fo the Samts on Earth. 
on the other Hand; it is an Argument 
the higheſt Vanity and Inſolence, to rejet 
this Doctrine with redicule and ſcorn, : 
contradictory and impoſſible (without being 
able to prove it ſo) when God the Fatih 
has been pleas d to ſend a Perſon into i j 
World, with ſuch Exalted Attributes, Plc; 
fections and Characters, as are alrogetiqf 
inconſiſtent with our cleareſt notions c 


and eſſentially God. 


To explain the Manner of this Comm 
nication of the Father, and the dif 
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gubſiſtence and Perſonality of the Son, 
you d argue à pretence to fuch knowledges 
of; js much too Wonderful and Excellent 
wr us; We cannot attain unto it. Scrip- 
ure authorizes our ſtiling Him the oni 
begotten of the Father; by way of allu« 
jon, no doubt, to Natural Generations 
mongſt Mankind; but in an infinitely 
tore ſublime and perfeck Manner; That 
;, as Man begers his Likeneſs, in Na- 
ure and Properties; 4 moſt reſembling and 
ut Copy of his Eſſence and Perfect ions. 

o the Perſon begotten by Him, Who in- 
bits Eternity, is the Brightneſs of Hir 
father's glory» and the expreſs Image of 
His Perſon; which He cou'd no way bes 
ut by 4 participation of His Father's in- 
nite Excellencies and Perfeckins. 


This Alluſion indeed; gives us but a faint 
Repreſentation of the matter before us; 
bing defective ia theſe two points. 


Firſt, In an Human Generation, the 
bon is neceſſarily; Younger than the Fa- 
ther; whereas in the Divine it is not ſo, 
but quite otherwiſe; for there the Father 
ind Son are Coevalz neceffarily Eternal. 
But this difference of Effects ariſes from 'a 
diverſity of Cauſes: All Human Genera- 
tions are Arbitrary and Contingent, and 
therefore muſt be conſequent, in the order 

| = _—_ 


120 A Vindication of our Bleſſed 
of time, to their reſpective Cauſes; but 
the Divine Generation, being as neceſſar 
as the Being of God the Father, the Ex 
ſtence of the Son cannot poſlibly be 
conſequent to it, in the order of Tin 
but muſt be Coeternal with it. A Cauſ 
which is Neceſlary in any reſpect, mu 
have a correſpondent Effect Coeval with 
it. Light and Heat, we know, are Neceſ 
ſary Emanations from the Body of the Sui 
and always Coexiſted with it; and hadthe 
Sun been Eternal, theſe Emanations muſt 
have been /o too. The Cauſe muſt in 
deed be antecedent to its Effect, in the 
order of Nature: But Antecedency, inth 
order of Nature, does not alwaies ink 
Antecedency, in the order of Time; it 
may only ſuppoſe the Exiſtence of a Sub 
ject, which is the Neceſſary Foundatio 
or Emanative Cauſe of an Inſtantaneous 
Property or Effect; fo that there ſhall be 
a Reciprocation of infering the one fron 
the other; and the Exiſtence of eithc 
being ſuppos'd, the other muſt neceſlari) 
have a Being. Thus the Eſſence of Gods 
Antecedent, in the order of Nature, to His 
glorious Attributes, as being the Subjet 
of them. And yet both His Eſſence and 
Attributes, are abſolutely Eternal and Inf 
nite, and infer one another. 3 


The okt 


| Saviour Divinity, &c. 1 
The Generation then of the Son being 
A onſequent, in the order of Nature, to the 
riſtence of God the Father, need be no 
rejudice to His Eternity, nor the leaſt 
biminution, in any reſpect, of His Divine 
haracter. ee e 


Secondly, In an Human Generation, 
here muſt neceſſarily be a Separation of 
arts, and a Multiplication of Eſſence; 
ut in the Divine, there is no Diviſion of 
arts, nor Multiplication of Efſence. The 
ubſtance of the Deity, being at an infi- 
ite Diſtance, from Mixture and Compo- 
tion, and abſolutely filling all the Re- 
ons of Heaven and Earth, and all the 
tent of unbounded Space, muſt be re- 
nov'd from all poſſibility of being Di- 
ded and Multiplied. Therefore when 
je ſpeak of the Incomprehenſible Gene- 
ation of the Son of God, we muſt en- 
ertain no Imagination of any Town Me- 
us, Or Aaken, any Diviſion, Section or 
paration; but muſt believe, that the whole 
Diwine Nature is perfectly and entirely 
ommunicated from the Father to the 
don; and that the ſame Numerical Indi- 
aua Nature is in Both, without any 
difference or diſtinctioͤn. = 


But, notwithſtanding the Inſufficiency 
Due efthis Scripture- Alluſion, from an Human- 
— -  _—_— 
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Generation, for a full Illuſtration of the 
Divine; it enables us to attain a ſome 
what clearer Conception of Chriſt's Na. 
ture and Attributes. Becauſe according 
to our beſt apprehenſions of things, thi 
Perſon begotten, or He who receives His 
Being, by Generation from Another, mul 
be of the ſame Eſſence and Perfection 
with Him, from whom He ſa derives Hit 
Original. And Even Novatian has this 
remarkable Paſſage: For as our Reaſo 
obliges.us to think that Being Man, who 
is of Human Generation; fo the ſame 
Reaſon enjoins, that we look upon that 
Being as God, who is begotten by God 
Or which is the ſame; if any one be im- 
mediately concluded to have the Nature 
and Properties of Man, becauſe He iz 
born of, or proceeds from, Man; then that 
Being muſt undoubtedly have the Eſſence be 
and Perfections of God, which is born of, Wnu 
or proceeds from, God. A Son, who bn 
the Iſſue of an Human Generation, has ur 
an abſolute Title to the Character of Hin 
Man, in Subſtance and Qualities, by aMpl 
Participation of his Father's Nature. Andem 
ſince we can have no Notion of receiv- fe 

| F 
85 | th 


Ut enim præſcripſit ipſa Natura, Hominem credendum, th 
qui ex Homine fit; ita eadem Natura præſcribit, & Deun 10 
credendum eſſe, qui ex Deo eſt. Cap. 1141. | 


ing 
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ng Being from Another, by Genera- 
on, without a Communication of Na- 
ure; no Reaſon can be athzn'd; why 
he Perſon, who is of Divine Extraction, 
jy way of Generation, ſhou'd not have 
n uncontroulable Claim to the glori- 
us and diſtinguiſhing Perfections of the 
ity, by vertue of His Divine Genera- 
von. | 


In a word; if = Deity be unmix'd | 
nd Spiritual in its Nature, and was from 
Eternity uncircumſcrib'd in Being, which 
vil not be deny d, upon this occaſion; | 
t plainly follows, Firſt, That if there be 
Communication of the Divine Eſſencè 
nd Perfections to a Second Perſon, (and 
tis incumbent upon our Adverſaries to 
prove it a Contradiction, that there ſhou'd | 
be one) then it muſt be a compleat Com- 
nunication of the whole Divine Eſſence 
ad Attributes; for a ſimplicity af Na- 
ture can admit of no Separation; and 
infinity is irreconcileable with Multi- 
plication. Secondly, That the Com- 
munication of the Divine Subſtance and 
ferfections muſt have been from Eterni- 
y; for infinite ſpace being abſolutely fill'd, | 
thro' Every moment of paſt Eternity, with 
the Divine Eſſence; tis impoſlible there 
ou d be ſuch a Communication in time. 
The abſolute and Neceſſary Infinity of 

| 4 _ God's 
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| | God's unchangeable Nature, renders Hin 
| _ | incapable of a Temporal Communicatio 


f * 
4 


< 


of Subſtance. 


If then, our Sayiour's receiving H 
Being from God the Father by way 
'* Generation , ſuppofes a Communicatio 

of the Divine Subſtance (and if it doe 
not ſuppoſe that, tis impoſſible in th 

| leaſt to conceive what it means) He mu 
be Neceſſarily Infinite in Eſſence and Pe 
fections, and Eternal in paſ?, as well x 
Future, Duration. Again; if we alloy 
Neceſſity of Exiſtence, as apply d to ou 
Saviour. before, and likewiſe Intelligence 
which His works among us are an indi 
Dutable;Feſtimony of, thoſe glorious Atti 
1 butes, which are the diſtinguiſhing Mark 
[if and Characters of the Deity, ay eali] 
be provd eſſentially to belong to Him; 
Immenſity, Omnipotence, andOmniſcience 
infinite Jyſtice, Goodneſs, and Truth, ant 
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il all other Moral Perfections of the Diving} \ 
il 8 Nature. Tr.. 8 „ tha! 
LD | | the 

| That Neceſlity of Exiſtence, which Hand 
4 aſcribe to our Saviour, tho' it be not th the 
| | Independent Self-Exiſtence, which in th Ide 
i order of our Ideas, antecedently belong tis 
\- to God the Father, is however an Uncon Bei 
= ditional and Abſolute-Exiſtence, Irrel 7 


1 AF> . 
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Hine to every thing without the Godhead; 
atio lad conſequently, can have no poſſible re- 
Ppect to any particular Place. 


For ſince this Neceſſity of Exiſtence is 


H 6 
* rqunded upon a Neceſſary Communica- 
atioMion of the Divine Eſſence; it muſt be Com- 
doeMnenſurate to the infinite Fulneſs of that 
1 thiWiſſence, and abſolutely the ſame, as well 
muffin all places, as. Teſterday, to Day, and for 

Ver. = | | 


The Neceſſity indeed of our Saviour's 
xiſtence is conſequent, as was ſaid before, 
in the order of Nature, to the Being of 
God the Father; but that is not the leaſt 
Objection or Impediment, to its being Ir- 
relative to Place. The Cauſe of the Di- 
ine Communication of Subſtance was un- 
lmited, abſolute, and neceſſary, with re- 
gard to Immenſity, 


We cannot give this a better Illuſtration; 
than by reſuming our former Inſtance of 
the Divine Attributes, which are Eternal, 
and every where neceflarily Exiſtent; tho” 
they be Conſequent in the order of our 
Ideas, to the Divine Eſſence. And indeed 
tis the greateſt abſurdity to ſay, that a 
Being, which is neceſſarily Exiſtent, is not 
rc Immenſe; for if it may without a Contra- 
ring dition be abſent from one place, it may 3 

2 14 6 > =» & 1 : | wiſe 


26 A Vindication of our Bleſſed 
wiſe be without a Contradiction abſent 
from another, and ſo from all places, 
which is expreſly repugnant to the Noi. 
on of Neceſſary Exiſtence; as our Re. 
verend Author has prov'd in his Admira. 
ble and Immortal, Demonſtration of the 
Being and Attributes of God, For tho 
He chiefly ſpeaks there of the Self. exi. 
ſtence of the Deity, F his Reaſoning iz 
equally juſt of Neceſſary Exiſtence, as ti 
explain d here. And 'tis obſervable that 
this great Man had another Opinion of the 
Article before us, when He writ, and pub. 
liſh'd, that Excellent Treatiſe: For ſpeak- 
—- ing of the Unity of God, he ſays, * As 
' to the Diverſity of Perſons in that one 
c and the ſame Nature; That is, whether 
in the Unity of the Divine Nature there 
may not Co exiſt with the firſt ſupreme 
« Cauſe, ſuch Emanations from it, as may 
c themſelves be equally Eternal, Infinite, 
C and Perfect, by an Abſolute and Cam- 
sz © pleat Communication of all the Divine 
é Attributes in an Infinite and Perfect De- 
c gree, excepting only That of Self- Ori- 
« gination; as there is nothing in bare 
Reaſon, by which it can be Demonſtrat- 
ed that there is actually any ſuch thing; 
« ſo neither is there any Argument, by 
© which it can be prov'd impoſſible or un- 
_ © reaſonable to be ſuppos d; and there- 1: 
fore when declard and made known to v 
3 us 
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bſent us by clear Revelation, it ought to 
aces; be believ' d. Theſe are the Reverend 
Noti. octor's own words, which ſufficiently 


prove his Orthodoxy then; and tis 
ſtrange that a Man | of ſuch early Learn- 
ing and Penetration, ſhou'd have juſt oc- 
lion at his Age, to alter his Notions 


Re. 
mira. 
the 
tho 


-Exi. Nof ſo Important an Article. But to re- 
g urn. 1 28 2 
111 | = £2 | 
tha As the Immenſity, or which is the ſame, 
the the Omnipreſence of Chriſt is deducible 
ub. from the fore-mention'd Neceſlity of His 
ak. WExiſttence; ſo his Attributes of Omnipo- 
As tence and Omniſcience may evidently be 
"ne Neſtabliſn d upon this Foundation. If He 
her I be every where Neceſſarily Exiſtent, as an 


ere Emanation from the Divine Nature, He 
me MW muſt undoubtedly have a Title to the un- 
ay limited Perfections of Power and Know- 
te, ledge. Nothing, tho ever fo retir'd or 
n. cloſely tranſacted, can be conceal'd from 
ne his Privity or Knowledge, who is eſſen- 
c- WM tally an Intelligent Being, and intimately 
i- WT preſent to all poſſible Space: And no: 
e thing, that does not imply a manifeſt Con- 
t. rradiction, (and then one part is abſolute- 
h deſtructive of the other) can be exempt 
from being an Object of His Power; who 
- W 5 every where neceſſarily Exiſtent, by en- 
joying a full Communication, of the Di- 
vine Nature. And a Being of this Cha- 

| „ 1 


any Temptation of Self: intereſt, Envy o 


Saviour, by a Communication of the Di- 
vine Nature, and not Self- origination on- I, 
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rafter muſt of Neceſlity be adorn'd with 
infinite Goodneſs, Juſtice and Truth, anc 
all other Moral Perfections. His Omni 
ſcience muſt ſecure Him from all poſſibi. 
lity of deception or miſtake ; and his On. 
nipotence, whereby He cannot but be Al. 
ſufficient, muſt render Him incapable o 


Malice, or of any unworthy Motive what. 
ſoever; and therefore nothing but the 
Eternal Nature and Reaſon of Things ca 
be His Rule of acting; which is, in other 
words, to be determin'd in Every Exer. 
tion of Himſelf, by the Standard of inh- 
nite Goodneſs, Juſtice and Truth; for that 
1s nothing elſe but the Eternal Nature and 
Reaſon of Things. But this being ſo 
plain and evident, I ſhall perſue it no far 


- exi 
Tho' our Saviour then be not Self. ori. 


ginated, as that Property of Self-origina- W: 
tion was before explain'd, nor upon that * 
Account abſolutely Self-exiſtent ; yet His 


not having that Attribute and its imme- 


diate Conſequent, Self-exiſtence, ſo con- 


ſider'd, is no Diminution of His Divine 


Character, nor any Objection to His be- 
ing really and eſſentially God. For Ne- 
ceſſary- exiſtence, which we aſcribe to our 


ly, 
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„ intitles a Being to the moſt glorious 


Ind diſtinguiſhing Perfections of the Deity. 
He Firſt, as well as the Laſt, is an in- 


ſiſputable ground of Immenſity or Omni- 


'Wrcſence; and the one, as well as the o- 


her, may be prov'd to be a Neceſſary 
ce, Juſtice, Goodneſs and Truth. 


So that the denying of Self-origination 

and Self-exiſtence, is no Prejudice to our 
Saviour's being really and eſſentially God: 
He having without them all thoſe Attri- 
butes and Perfections in Himſelf, which 
really conſtitute the Character of God, and 
make Him compleatly and infinitely Great 
and Happy. For BC origination and Self- 
xiſtence are only the grounds of Divine 
Excellencies and Glories, and would ſig- 
nify nothing without them; and the Ne- 
ſary Exiſtence, which our Saviour En- 
joys, 1s a ſufficient Foundation for the 
ame infinite Excellencies and Perfections. 


—_— 


SHEET. W 
12 now, Thirdly, To prove That 
this Account of Chriſt's Divinity, nei- 


ther makes Him the ſame Perſon with 


the Un- originated Being, on the one 
"Ty Hand; 


oundation of Omnipotence, Omniſci- 


and Characters, and acted the ſeveral Pans 


30 A Vindication of our Bleſſed | 
Hand; nor infers a Plurality of Gods, 0 
the . | ; 


F iſt, That this Account of Chriff 
Divinity does not make Him the fan 
Perſon with the Un-originated Being, 


The Sabellians, not being able to ſoly 
the Difficulties, which neceſſarily atren 
the Doctrine of a Trinity of Perſons, i 
one and the ſame individual Eſſence 
thought good to reject it; and thereupo 
maintain d the Unity of the Deity, boil 
in Eſſence and Perſonality. They aſſert 
ed that He, whom we ſtile the Father 
appear'd under different Repreſentation 


which we aſcribe to a Diverſity of Per 
ſons, in the Godhead. 5 


But a Plurality of Divine Perſons is { 
plain in Scripture, that he that runs my 
read. God ſent forth His Son, that ut 
might receive the Adoption of Sons; An 


* becauſe we are Sons, God hath ſent forth" 
the Spirit of His Son into our Hearts, ci. rec 
ing, Abba Father. Where the Son is di © 
ſtinguiſh'd from the Father, as ſent by te 
Him; and the Spirit of the Son is diſtm- - 


— — — 


guiſh'd both from the Father and the Son, 


* Gal. ho 4, 5, C. | 
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ds, dl ſeat by the Father, after He had ſent 
de Son. And this our Saviour has Taught 
« ſeveral times in a Word: as the & Com- 
hripMWyrer whom the Father will ſend in my © 
fam lane; T the Comforter whom I will ſend 
„ v you from the Father; and when the 
| umforter is come. + Go teach all Nations, 
ſoly e Them in the Name of the Father, 
the Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt, As 


trend of the A 
s, i fertainly then as He that ſends, has a di- 
nee ind Subſiſtency from Him, that is Tent 


o true is it, that the Holy Scriptures are 
: Teſtimony of a Diſtinction of Perſons in 
the Deity. * And our Doctrine of Chriſt's 
Neceſſary Exiftence by a full Communi- 
ation of his Father's Nature, is no juſt 
Odjection to his diſtinct Perſonality. The 
me undivided Eſſence of God may be 
ditinguiſh'd, for any thing that ever ap- 

pear'd to the contrary, into different Sub 
iſtences ; Each of which may enjoy the 
compleat Subſtance and Perfections of the 
Whole. Our Adverſaries never were, and 
Im confident, never will be, able to reduce 


dis to a Contradiction, and ſhew its di- 
5. Jr repugnancy to Reaſon; and if they 
d. cannot, we have no Authority to pervert 


the obvious ſenſe of Scripture ſo much, as 
to diſclaim a Diverſity of Perſons in the 
undivided Eſſence of the Deity. 


14 


2 Joh. 14.26. t Ch, 15. 26. | + Matt. 28. 19. 4 
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A Myſtery indeed it is, and a very gr 
one; but unteſ we. be reſolv d a] 900 
the belief of every thing, that is a My 
ſtery, as to the Manner of it only, bott 
in eligion and N ature; we cannot con pe. 
ſiſtently disbelieve This; it being ground 
ed upon that Authority, which is to guid 
us inte all Truth. And as long as the Be 
ing of God is the Foundation of all Re: 
ligion, and the Union of a Corjporei 
Subſtance with a Spiritual one, is acknoy 
ledg'd in the Nature of Man, we ſhall be 
oblig d to digeſt Articles, which are prez 
Myſteries, as to the Manner of their Ex 
iſtence. "Tis impoſſible for our Finite 
Reaſon to Comprehend the Boundleſs Ef 
ſence and Infinite Perfections of God: 
and therefore if no body wou'd own His 
Being, *cill every Myſtery of His Nature 
and Attributes were explain'd, Atheist 
muſt neceſſarily be the Opinion of the 
whole World. Why then ſhou'd the be- 
lief of a difference of Perſons in Gods 
Infinite Eſſence, which is Incomprehenl:- 
ble to us, be boldly rejected, tho' the 
thing be ſufficiently reveald, as we hal 
ſee hereafter; when the difficulty of con- 
ceiving the Manner of it, is the greatelMc 
Objection to it? In this ſenſe, who ha hay 
declar d his Generation? to 


I au. T5 


1 | 242 : bo | PIES 3, 
« Saviow's Divinity, .. 35 


I cannot diſmiſs this Argument, with- -. +, 


jell out obſerving, that the Sabe/lians with the 


Noetians and Praxeans before them, who 
oppos d this Doctrine of à diſtinction of 
perſons, were no doubt of the Opinion, 
that the Divinity of the Son and the 
Holy Ghoſt was very apparent in Scrip- 
ture: Otherwiſe there had been no occa- 
fon of recuring to the abſurdity of aſſert- 
ing Their Sameneſs with the Father in 
Perſon, as well as Eſſence. 


Neither, Secondly, Does our Account 
of > Divinity, infer a Plurality of 
G 8. | | | | 


A Plurality of Gods is the greateſt Ab- 
furdity in the World; as being a Contra- 
dition to the cleareſt and molt eſſential 
Notions, which we have of God; in 
whoſe Character, Neceſſary Exiſtence and 
Abſolute Perfection are moſt certainly re- 
uir d. But upon the Suppoſition of two 
ods, and if there may be two, there 
may be two Thouſand ; They muſt either 
be alike in all Things, or unequal in Per- 
on. ections: Now if One be inferior to the 
other in neceſſary Perfections, He can 
have no Title to the Character of a God, 
to whoſe Notion all Infinite Perfetions _ 
ire Eſſential. If they be equal in all 
an Things, fo that neither of them can lay 
| By Claim 
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Claim to any kind or degree of Perfection 
excluſive of the other, then They ar: 
Both Omnipotent. But tis impoſſible for 
Them Both to be Omnipotent; becauſ 
Each of Them upon this Suppoſition, en- 
joying this Attribute in the ſame, i. e. in 
the moſt compleat and perfect Degree 
They can effectually prevent the Exerciſe 
of Each Other's Power; and then tis the 
ſame as to have no Power at all. So that 
Omnipotence can be the Property of onh 
one Eſſence; which in the ſame Uniform 
Undivided Manner, muſt fill Infinite Space 
excluſive of Others, of the ſame kind; 
and without being of the ſame kind, twc 
Beings, diſt inct in Eſſence, cannot be Gods 
for, if They be different in kind, one mull 
_ neceſſarily be more perfect than the 0 
ther; and conſequently one of Them can 
—_—_—RuoL TT oo. EE 


Two Human Perſons indeed, being di 


ſtintt in Eſſence, muſt be two differen 


Men, tho the ſame in kind; and the Re: 
ſon is plain; for in all Generations o 
Human Perſons, which are limited in thei 
Extenſion; there is a Multiplication © 
Eſſence, as was obſerv'd above; and con 
ſequently the Son, having a diftin& Sub 


ſtance, is not only a different Perſon, bu 


alſo a different Man from the Father. 


By 


=: oO = no =o = 
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Aion But in the Generation of Chriſt, by a 
full Communication of the Divine Na- 
ture; there being no Diviſion of Sub- 
ſtance, there can poſſibly be no Multipli- 
cation of Gods, different in Kind, Eſ- 
ſence or Attributes; tho' there be a diſtin- 
tion of Perſons; Each of Which enjoy- 
ing thoſe infinite Perfections, which make 
up the Character of the Deity, is really 
God; but being Both united in the fame 
I Eſſence, are One and the fame 
God: 177 


We aſſert but one Un- originated Be- 
ing, endow'd in the compleateſt Manner, 
vith all poſſible Excellencies; and tis the 
Unlimited Eſſence and Infinite Perfections 
of that Being, which give Him the Cha- 
tacter of the One God, and make it im- 
poſſible that there ſhou'd be any more. 
But there may be an Eternal and Neceſ- 
ary Emanation from Him, Equal to Him, 
in theſe diftinguiſhing Attributes and Per- 
fections, which prove Him to be really 
Cod; and that Being and its Emanation 
che having the ſame individual Eſſence, and 
n off the fame Attributes of Immenſity, Omni- 
conFF potence, and the reſt, can be but One 
Sub and the fame God. 7 * 


bu | 
; | | : 
Had we aſſerted two or more Un- ori- 
ginated Beings, whether of the ſame kind 
u | 1 | 


* Or 
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or not, with Separate and — | 
egrec 


we cou'd not have been clear of the Ab 


For then a diſt inction of Divine Perſon 


worſhip and adore — one Supreme, Un 
© 


diſtinctly conſider'd, muſt neceſſarily be 


did eſteem em to be circumſcrib'd in E 


all Plares, and upon all Emergences. 


Perfections, in the compleateſt 
ſurdity of maintaining a Plurality of God 


and a Diverſity of Eſſences, muſt han 
been, as in Mankind, the ſame. But ou 
Doctrine, as we have ſeen, is chargeabk 
with no ſuch Conſequence. We profeſ 


divided and Independent Being, diſtin 
uiſh'd into Perſons of the ſame Infiniti 
flence and Perfections; each of whid 


God; or elſe, taken together, with regar 
to their united Subſtance and Attribute e 
They cou'd not poſſibly be one God. Wi 


"Tis well known that thoſe of the He 
then World, who held a Plurality of Gods 


ſence, and limited in Character: As The 
Fupiter, Mars, Pluto, Hercules, with tit 
reſt of their fictitious Deities. And wavin 
the abſurdity 2 and Crownin 
with really Divine Honours, ſuch impet 
fect Beings; one cannot much blame ther 
for making a good many; for their bein 
circumſcrib'd and weak, made it neceſlar 
to multiply their Number, that there mig 
be one at leaſt, ready, to aid and aſſiſt, ij 


Bu 
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But our Doctrine laies us open to no 


dent Amputation of thatgroſs Heathen Worſhip; 


Wor to us there 1s but one God, Unlimit- 


erfons; which are ſeverally recommended 


ad Glories, = + 


We cannot therefore, without great un- 
eaſonableneſs, be charg'd with Contradi- 
tion, for maintaining a Plurality of Di- 


d in Eſſence and Attributes; whom we 
onſider and adore under a diſt inction of 


Jus, by the ſame Undivided Excellencies 


„ 


ine Perſons in the ſame Undivided God- 


jead ; becauſe, Firſt, we have good Evi- 
ence, as ſhall be ſhewn fully hereafter, 
f its being reveal'd: Secondly, becauſe 
Wc arc no Competent Judges of a Contra- 
ition in this Caſe; for the Mode of ſub- 
ſting in the Divine Nature, is far from 
king a pep Object of our Im- 
erfect 

hurch only aſſerts three to be one in 
ifferent reſpects. Three with regard to 
Wic Perſonal Subſiſtence; One in reſpect 
hf the Nature and Subſtance. A Trinity 
Wt Perſons ; but an Unity of Eſſence, 


What has been ſaid, I hope, is ſufficient 


owers. . Thirdly, becauſe our 


Fo evince the Truth of the Propoſitions, 


rſt, that tho' our Saviour be not Un- 
Wriginated, and upon that account Self. 
5 5 = Exiſtent, 


hich I undertook to prove. Namely, 
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Exiſtent, yet He is really and eſſentially 
God, by a full and neceſſary Communi. Not 
cation of the Divine Subſtance and Perfe. ſs 
' tons. Secondly, that this account of Hiß e. 
Divinity neither makes Him the ſame Per. 
ſon with the Father, on the one Hand, nor 
infers a Plurality of Gods, on the other. For 
He is a different Perſon, by a diſtinct en. 
Joyment of the Godhead, from the Un. 
originated Being; and yet He is the fame 
| God with Him, by an Unity of Eſſence 
and: Attributes 


And hence may. juſtly be defended that 
part of the Athanaſian Creed, which re- 
ſpects the Divine Character of our Saviour; 
Where He is declar d to be Coeternal and 
Coequal with the Father in Godhead, 
Glory, Majeſty and Greatneſs. For having 
the fulneſs of the Godhead by à compleat 
Communication of the Divine Nature and 
Perfetions, He cannot be Inferior to the 
Father in any Attribute, which 1s a diſtin- 
. Rionof the Deity : By verrue of that Com. 
munication, He can be deficient in nothing, 
which is requir'd; to make up the Chara- 
| ter of a Being, infinite in Eſſence and 
Properties; which is the ſame as to be 
Coequal with the Father, in Godhead, 
Glory, Majeſty, Power and: Greatnels. 
He is indeed Subordinate to, and upon D 
that account leſs than, the Father, with a” ly 
1 "RS h „„ Te gard 
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ard to His Origination; for He was be- 


I. Hotten of Him but that Subordination in- 
ers no Diminution of His Divinity; for 


eceſſary Exiſtence by an Eternal Gene- 
tion entitles Him to the ſame Infinite 
erfections, which attend the Self-Origi- 
ation and Self-Exiſtence of the Father, 
his may receive ſome Illuſtracion from 
ur Knowledge of Men: Amongſt whom 
je Son is Subordinate to, and in that re- 
pect, leſs than, the Father, being begot- 
un by Him; and yet the Son is as per- 
k& as His Father in Subſtance, and Pro- 
perties, and inferior to Him in nothing, 
that enters the Character of a Man. Why 
then ſhou'd our Saviour's Subordination 
o His Father, upon the account of His 
Generation, which was Eternal and Ne- 
«ſary, caſt a Blemiſh upon His Divinity; 
or weaken His Title to thoſe Infinite 
ferfections, which are the Eſſential Glory 
and Diſtinction of the Deity? | 
The Reverend Doctor has inſufferably 
peryerted the ſenſe and intention of this 


Excellent Creed; as ſhall be ſhewn in its 
proper place. >. 


This Doctrine effectually ſecures the Fa- 
tier and Son from being of Co- ordinate 
Divinity; (which the. Doctor is deſerved- 


ly. ſo apprehenſive and jealous of;) of 


D 4 Co- 


—— — — — — — 
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Co- ordinate Divinity, in the Senſe, (which re 
is the only dangerous one) of differenWeſt 
Beings or Deities; diſtinct from one ano 
ther in Eſſence and Perfections: We af 
firm them to be united in the ſame undivid 
ed Subſtance; and to be * on 
ly in a peculiar Manner of Subſiſtence; an 
in Their Attributes, which are infinite i 
Both. We preſerve Their Perſonal Ch 
rater and Relation, diſtinct and intirez t 
Each of Them: The One is the Father 
and the Other the Son: The One is Un-ori 
ginated; the Other receiv'd His Divinity h 
a full and compleat Communication: An 
upon this Account, we allow a Subordin 
tion of the One to the Other; accord: 
ing to this Perſonal Diſtinction and Cha 
racter. But, how does this pun 
Divinity of the Son? May He not har 
been, notwithſtanding, from Eternity, Co 
eſſential with the Father; and in the En 
joyment of all the Fulneſs of the God 
head? As to the Self- origination and Self 
exiſtence of the Father, as explain d before 
They are only Modes of Being and Sub 
ſiſtence; and are of no Conſideration an) 
farther, than as they are the Foundatio 
of thoſe Natural and Moral Attributes 
which are the real Diſtinction and Glor) 
of the Deity. And all theſe Attributes 
Natural and Moral, which are requir d tc 
make up the Character of a Being, whig! 

Ci 44. „ 68s * . tt 15 * 
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which really and complearly God, the Son is 


ferenffſcſted in, by His Eternal Generation and 


ano eceſſity of Exiſtence. But the Doctor 
yours to confound the Diſtinction of 
Ling and Perſon; and will not allow of 
Diverſity of Intelligent Hypoſtaſes , in 


ite i e ſame Individual Subſtance. He ſaies, 
ChilWi no leſs than a Contradiction to aſlert, 
ire; ti hat there are three diſtinct Intelligent Per- 
ther ns in the fame Individual Intelligent 
n- on eing; and therefore a Man cannot be 
ity ound to believe it. 
dina But the Doctor a little miſtakes the Caſe. 
cord e do not affirm, that there are three di- 
Cha inc Intelligent Perſons, in the ſame Indi- 
e th idual Intelligent Being; but in the ſame 
adividual Being or Subſtance. That is; 


ſhat the ſame Individual Being or Sub- 


ble Manner, into Three Intelligent Sub- 
ſtences or Perſons. This Learned Man 
2s not prov d this Doctrine to be a Con- 
ndiction or an Impoſſibility: And till it 


tres oblig' d, upon very good Grounds, 
0 embrace it. 3 | 
If the Doctor ſhou'd expect us to explain, 


ichMance is diſtinguſh'd into ſeyeral Intelli- 
© PE = gent 


15 here another Game to _ He en- 


lance is diſtinguiſh'd, in an incomprehen- 


n what Manner, the ſame Individual Sub- 


4 
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to that Glorious and Happy Day; whe 
we ſhall have the honour of beholding 
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ent Perſons, we muſt deſire to beexcusgh,; 
he knowledge of This muſt be. reſery 


God Face to Face, and of ſeeing Hin, 


8 The Apoſtle, we find, in an Holy Rap 
ture, declares, that Great is the Myſteryy 
Godlinefſs ; God was: manifeſt in the 77 
And truly, if our Bleſſed Saviour be thy 
Coeſſential Son of God; that is, a diſtind 
Intelligent Perſon, deriv'd by Eternal Ge 
neration from the Father, according tc 
the Doctrine of the Orthodox; ſtupen 
douſly Great is the Myſtery of His Incar 
nation; That He, whom the Heaven, and 
the Heaven of Heavens cannot contain 
ſhow'd aſſume, and dwell in, a frail motta Nan 
Body; ſhou'd become Bone of our Bone en. 
and Fleſh of our Fleſh; and like to us inn 
every thing; Sin only excepted. e 


But if He be not thus the CoeſlentialMit 
Son of God; and if He be not His Co- 
eſſential Son; He cannot partake, at a, 
of the Divine Subſtance; and conſequent-WMDo 
ly, muſt be a made or created Being; where tur 
then is the Great Myſtery of Godlineſs :Wecr 
God was: manifeſt in the Fleſh e If it were of 
a made or created Being only, which wa It 
the God, ( pardon the Expreſſion) that cla 
| LE _ 


vo 
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vcus di manifeſt in the Fleſh; it cou'd nat de- 
ſerv Me this Solemn Exclamation in the A- 
whenoſtle; Great is the Myſtery of Godlinefs 
ding. For a Created or Finite Being to be 
in, onhn'd to, and appear in, an Human 
ay, cou'd be no great Myſtery. _ 


Let the Doctor talk, as long as he 
leaſes, of the Son's deriving, His Being 
on the Father, in an Incomprehenſible 
anner; yet if he do not mean, (as there 
no Reaſon to think he does, ) that He 
krives His Nature and Eſſence immediate- 
from That of His Father; he cannot 
erſwade me, that he looks upon Him as 
y other, chan a made or ereated Being. 
or I think it abſurd; to admit of a Me- 
tainium. If he will acknowledge, that the 

on is, ſtrictly, of the ſame Nature and Eſ. 
ſence with the Father, the Diſpute is at 
End; if he will not; I cannot ſee how 
he can clear himſelf of confeſſing Him to 
be only a made or created Being; which 


g b the groſſeſt Hereſy. 
O- | 4 | | ; 3 5 2 
al And if the Father and the Son, in the 


ent · N Doctor's Opinion, be of a different Na- 
gere ture and Eſſence; I do not ſee how he 
aan be juſtified, according to his Scheme 
er of the Divinity of a Being, from making 
wal Them of Co-ordinate Divinity. He de- 
har cares that the Divinity of a Being 2 
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fiſts, not in Metaphyſical; but Relatiy 

Qualities; as in Power, Wiſdom and Good. 
ack; 6. 9} e 


Now the Son, He confeſſes, is pol 
ſeſs d of all the Relative Qualities, in th 
higheſt and moſt perfect Degree: There 
fore, according to this Scheme, (let H 
Nature and Eſſence be ever ſo differen 
from His Father's) He muſt, by vertu 
of His Relative Qualities, be of Co. o 
dinate Divinity with Him. g 


The Father's being Un- originated anc 
Self. exiſtent, and His Communicating te 
the Son, All that He enjoys, will not re 
move this A bſurdity. For ſince God 
Metaphyſical Qualities, in his Judgement 
do not at all concern us; and we are tc 
take an Eſtimate of a Divine Being, by 
Relative Properties only; and fince the 
Son'is actually veſted in all the Relative 
Properties, in the ſame Infinite Manner, 
as the Father is; He muſt (with regard 
to us — according to his Doctrine, 
be of Co- ordinate Divinity with Him. 
Tho' by the By, The Doctor can Harangue 
copiouſly enough upon the Divine Meta- 
phyſical Qualities; when he thinks it will 
ſerve his Turn. As appears very plain in 
his Reply to the Excellent Mr. Nelſon * 
© 318 e 18 


th 
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Good Friend; and to the Learn d Author of 
le Remarks, &c. And, if I miſtake not, 
e builds his whole Scheme upon a Prin- 
ple, as he makes it, in Metaphyſicks; 
at there cannot be diſtinct Intelligent 
crſons, as was ſaid before, in the ſame 
ndivided Subſtance; which, tis incum- 
ent upon him, to prove the Impoſſi- 


Having laid this Foundation, by ex- 
laining what is properly to be meant by 
our Saviour's neceſſary Exiſtence; and by 
ſhewing that his Divinity and diſtinct Per- 
ſonality have no repugnance to any Re- 
ceiy d Principles of Reaſon; I now. paſs 
on to ſhew, That His Titles, CharaQers, 
and Perfections in Holy-Scripture, to de- 
nonſtrate the actual Truth of that, which 
this Reaſoning only proves poſſible; by 
erincing Him to be Eternally and Eſſen- 
tally God. 5 ; 


— — 


— * 8 


8 


** the Proſecution of this 2 of my 
Diſcourſe, 1 ſhall prove, Firſt, From 
the Honour and Worſhip, which we are 
commanded to pay our Bleſſed — ; 

And. 


That the Homage and Adoration, whi 
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And, Secondly, From Expreſs Texts 
Scripture, wherein He has the Titles 
Characters of God, that He is really 
eſſentially Gd... 


It has been prov d already, that g. 
ing our Saviour to be of the ſame Na 
and Eſſence with the Father; (and it 
plies no Contradiction that it ſhould 
Jo; ) He muſt 1 be Infinite: 

Eternal: The Divine Eſſence being 
gether incapable of either a partial or t 
poral Communication. 


1 ſhall ſhew here; in the firſt plac 


Cliriſt is intitled to in Scripture, is due 

His Divine or Metaphyſical Eſſence, : 
not to any Extraordinary Majeſty, 
nour and Dignity , confer d upon Hi 
by His Heavenly Father. 


The Generality of our Adverfarics, e 
cept the Engliſh Unitarians in the cafe 
our Saviour's Divinity, do allow Hin 
juſt claim to religions Worſhip and In 
cation; and maintain, that it is a Du 
neceſſary to Eternal Salvation, to rev 
rence and adore Him. But then Th 
differ from us, about the Reaſon of H 
Title to our Homage and Adoration. 


We aſſert, that this Honour is due to 
n, upon no other Account, than His 
of the ſame undivided Subſtance 


being God over all, Bleſſed for euer, 

n neceſſary and compleat Communica- 
MN of the B 

it be own d to give Him an inconteſti- 


it | 

uld Ie Title to Invocation and Worſhip: 

te aMhereas our Adverſaries contend, that 
right to Adoration is no Eſſential 


rrogative or Diſtinction of His Na- 


erit, and a Token of His Boundleſs 


en pleas'd to give Him 4 Name, which 
dove ev'ry Name, and to exalt Him to 
ie higheſt Station and Dignity ; and 
mMicreupon to ordain, that we ſhould ho- 
nur the Son, even as we honour the Fa- 
il ber. | 

er 


gur Things 3 


' nice Perfections with the Father. 


ivine Eſſence and Attributes 


re; but a glorious Badge of Honour, 
d a Mark of Elevation; given Him by 
d the Father, as a' Reward of His great + 


omplacency in Him: That His Domi- 
on over the World, and His Command 
f eviry Knee, and of eyry Heart, is 
Minded in Grace and Favour; and be- 
Dogs to Him purely, becauſe God has 


This being the State of the Contro- 
Werly between us; in order to vindicate 
ur Doctrine and Practice, I ſhall do theſe 


— 
— 2 —Uñ—ͤ— . —jP 


Boundleſs Nature; His Infinite Power 
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Firſt, J ſhall ſhews What religious Wy, 
— 14; gg ; 


Secondly, Prove, That religious Wy 
| ſhip belongs to God only, upon tui 
Account of His Metaphyſical Eſſenc 
and the Infinite Perfections which flo 
from it. N 

Thirdly, That it cannot be alienated þ 
Him, or given to another. 
And therefore, Fourthly, That it mul 
be Idolatry in Creatures to exhibit it ti 
_ Being, which is not really and eſſen 
tially God. | © rhe 


Firſt then, I am to ſhew, What Rel 
gious Worſhip is. Religious Worſhip i 
that, which is properly Divine, or thi 
"Worſhip of God by Prayer; which con 
ſiſts. in recognizing His Spiritual anc 


Juſtice and Mercy; in humbly offering 
and dedicating our Selves to His Service 
and in directing our Confeſſions, Petiti 
ons, Interceſſions and Thankſpivings to 
Him. It implies a juſt Reyerence and Ad 
miration of God's Being and Attributes; 
and the acknowledging of our intire Depen 
dence upon Him. It denotes the apply- 
ing of our ſelves to Him, for the * 

| | EE moVya 
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Von noval and Prevention of Evil; and for a 
Continuance of the Good we enjoy; 

grateful returns of P raiſe and glory for the 

Mercies we have receiv d, and the implor- 

ug of the Spiritual and Temporal Bleſſings 

we yet want, and may reaſonably deſire. 

And this is to be done, not only with the 
umoſt Humility and Reſignation; but 
vith the greateſt Intenſeneſs, and moſt 
ager and flaming Devotion of our united 
powers; we muſt Love, Honour and 
Worſhip the Lord our Cod, with all our 
Heart, and with all our Souls and with all . 
ur Mind; and with all our Strength. Re- 
lgious' Worſhip. will not admit of Par- 
| tiality or - Diviſion; but, however it be 
| diverlify'd by Variety of Matter, muſt be 
directed to that Object only, which is in- 
fnice in Eſſence and Perfections; and mult 
be maintain'd in the utmoſt Strength and 
Beauty. Which brings me, Secondly, To 
prove, That Religious Worſhip belongs 
to God only, upon the account of His 
Metaphyſical Eſſence, and the Glorious 
2 Infinite Perfections, which flow from 


It is the gteat Precept of the Law and 
the Goſpel, that we ſhou d fear the Lord 
our God, and ſerve, or worſhip Him only; 
and that for this Reaſon, becauſe the Lord 
* God is One _ Unity of God 


and 
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and His uncontroulable Power, Wiſdom 
and Goodneſs, are with great F requeney 
and Emphaſis, made in Scripture, the 
Foundation of all our Religious Addreſſes, 
and Divine Performances. Know this day, 
ſays the Lord, and conſider it in thin 
Heart, that the Lord He is God in He. 
ven above, and upon the Earth beneath: 
There is none elſe : thou ſhalt therefore Lech 
His Statutes and His Commandments. *I 
am the Lord, and there is none elſe, there ii 
u God beſides me; and the People ( ſays the 
Prophet) /all fall down unto Thee, they ſu 
Make Supplication unto Thee, ſaying, there 
ig no God elſe, there is no God. And when 
Moſes exhorted the Children of 1ſrael to 
Obedience, he ſays, Hear O Iſrael, the Lord 
our God is one Lord; and thou ſbalt love the 
Lord thy God, with all thine Heart, and with 
all thy Soul, and with all thy Might. 


| Laſtly, Becauſe it was a matter of Eter- 
=» nal Obligation, and of the greateſt Im- 
| portance to the Honour of God, and the 
Good of Mankind; this Precept ſtands 

in the Front of the Moral Law (which 
was moſt Solemnly proclaim'd by God Him- 
ſelf with Thunder and Lightning) hos 
ſhalt have none other Gods but me, or be; I nerl 
fore me. I will not treſpaſs on the Ren- 


* —_— * — 
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om Fa 8 . 1 A 2 | ff. ä . 
ers Patience, by mentioning any Paſſages 

den the Writings of our Saviour and His 
ipoſtles, relating to this Doctrine, who - 


% ame not to abrogate and deſtroy the Law 
OY; the Prophets; but to fulfil, explain and 
— ae 1 ni ate 2h 

It appears then plainly from Holy Scrip- 
re, that Got only 1s fo be the Object of 
Neligious Adoration and Worſhip ; the 
nmoveable Center, whither all our Di- 


vine Affections, Love and Devotion, muſt 
conſtantly tend. And the Reaſon there 


Jnalterable Nature of Things; which is 
the Unity of the Godhead: That is, if 


ad all Glorious Perfections, there cannot 
Object, of Divine Honour and Invoca- 
ton, For our Addreſſes ſuppoſe the Pre- 
lnce and Knowledge, and Power and 
Goodneſs of the Being, to which they 
ate made, or elſe they would be vain and 


tim; nor any Good expected. But the 
Unity of God, which ariſes (as was for- 
nerly obſerv'd)) from the neceſlity and in- 


Attributes of Power and 
Juſtice and Goodneſs, which are the EC 
* = ſential 


Is is very agreeable to the Fix'd and 
the Lord our God, be but one Lord; or if 
there be but one Being of Infinite Eſſence, 
poſſibly be any Other, qualifyd for an 


idiculous. No Evil could be fear'd from 


inity of His Being, —_— _ — 
nowledge, and 


| 
ö 
| 
| 
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ſential Glories and Excellencies of His 

Nature, render Him every way qualify' 
to receive Divine Honour and Worſhip 
He is neceſſarily preſent in every place 
beholding the Evil and the Good, privy tt 
all our Wants, Supplications and Petit 
ons; arm'd with Juſtice and Power to re 
ſent and puniſh Tranſgreſſion; and adorn 
with Goodneſs'and Holineſs to  obſery: 
and reward Obedience; and conſequent] 


a very fit Being to be dreaded and lov'dMl * 
to 'be.addreſsd and ador d. dc 

* But a Being, which is circumſeribd iii Di 
the Extent of His Nature, and limited ii Cl. 

the Strength and Perfection of His Attriſ te 
butes, which is a neceſſary conſequence Hi 
of a Limitation of Eſſence, is very diſtani eve 
from the Character of an Object of Reli - 
gious Invocation and Worſhip. We ci but 
never be ſure, that a Being circumſcrib y 
and limited in any Real and Diſtinguiſi ar 
ing Perfection of the Godhead, has an inWT! 
timate Knowledge of our Spiritual an I 
Temporal Affairs, of the Fervency of ou :x; 
Petitions, and the Sincerity of our Holi E 
neſs; and that he is reſolvd and able tq nc 
aſſiſt our Neceſſities, and diſtinguiſh ou th: 
Service. To be qualify'd for all This, rei of 
quires a moſt thorough and compleat Ac th 
quaintance with all the Concerns and CiF ſie 


cumſtances of the Creation, and with 1 
Po | x 


the Principles and Springs and Motives of 
$M ation; which Character no Being has 
y pretenſions to, which is not eſſen- 
tally preſent with every Spirit, and in 
eyery place: It neceſſarily requires a Na- 
ure, which pierces even to the dividing a- 
ſinder of Soul and Spirit, and of the Foints 
d Marrow; that it may be a Searcher 
ad Diſcerner of the Thoughts and Intents - 
if the Heart, and a Tryer of the Reins. 


The great God, whom we ſerve, and 
gdore, and who is allow'd, on all Hands, 
w have an Original and Undoubted Title to 
Divine Honour and Worſhip, is of this moſt 
Glorious and Exalted Character. Not only 
the Heaven is His Throne, and the Earth 
His Footſtool, He is not only preſent in 
eyery Temple, and in the midſt of two or 
three, wherever they are gathered together, 
but He inhabits eyery Soul and every Heart 
by His Metaphyſical Eſſence: No Action 
an be remov'd from His Spirit; no 
Thought can flee from His ' Preſence. 
The things of a Man knoweth no Man, 
except the Spirit of Man, which is in 
Him; even ſo knoweth God, but in a 
more perfect Degree, the Things of a Man, 
that is, all che Imaginations and Deſigns 
of his Mind; becauſe He is in Man, and 
therefore privy to the leaſt and moſt tran- 
lent of his Thoughts. 5 3 
E 3 _- "mn 
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The Metaphyſical Eſſence then of God 
and the glorious and infinite Perfections 
which flow from thence, are the onh 
ground of religious Invocation and Ad 
dreſſes ;becauſe He is thereby qualify'd (an 
cou'd be no other way) to anſwer all the 
Ends of Divine Honour and Applicatior 


Again, God is to be lov'd and honour 
(as was obſerv'd in deſcribing the Na 
ture of Religious Worſhip) with all au 
Heart, and with all our Soul, and uit 
all our Mind, and with all our Strength, 
But how can this be done, unleſs Divine 
Worſhip be i to Him, as the 
Dnly Object of it? Tis an Expreſs Con 
tradiction to aſſert, that we are Oblig'd i 
lay out all our Powers and Faculties (a: 
far as relates to religious Exerciſes) i 
the Love and Honour and Obedience of 


God alone; and yet that we are com 1. 
manded, at the ſame time, to pay equal , 
Degrees of Honour and Service to ano kü 
ther Being, really diſtinct from Him, in vb 
Nature and Eſſence. But I ſhall have oc 7, 
caſion, to reſume this Argument, under my ;;. 
next Diviſion, —_ wr 
Perſuant to this Doctrine of worſhiping EI 
God only, upon the account of His Me. 

taphyſical Eſſence, is it, that *g t. Paul 0 
125 al 8: to 


* Gal. 4. 8. | | 
- charges 


charges the Galatians, when they knew 
wt God, with doing ſervice unto them, 
which by Nature are no Gods. Tis plain 
the Apoſtle intends by this reproof and 
the context, to eſtabliſh che Galatians (who 
yere lately converted from the Heathen 
Religion to the Chriſtian) in the Worſhip 
„Jof the true God, in oppoſition to the ſer- 
u ice of thoſe, whom before They had ho- 
nour'd with Divine Worſhip, tho' They 
yerenot Gods by Nature; and conſequent- 
ly, in the Apoſtle's Judgment, He, who is 
Cad by Nature, and none elſe, ought to 
be worſhip'd. The Nature or Metaphy- 
ical Eſſence of God, is here made the Ne- 
«ary Foundation of Religious Honour 
and Service. The Nature, 7 ſay, or Me- 
aphyſical Eſſence of God; for tho the 
yord Qvors, which St. Paul, upon this oc- 
caſion, makes uſe of, ſometimes fignifies 
the Complexion or Conſtitution of a Thing, 
and not immediately the Eſſence; yet then 
it imports that Complexian or Conſtitution, 
which flows from irs preſent Frame and 
Texture, and ſuppoſes ſome peculiar Mate- 
rials or Principles. And ſo tis the ſame, 
whether quay. in this place, be interpreted 
Eſſence, Nature or Conſtitution. 


It appearing, I hope, from what has 
been ald, chat Religious Worſnip belongs 

to God only, upon the account of His 
5 N «4 Meta- 


24a fit Object of it;) it will not be diff 
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Metaphyſical Eſſence and Infinite Perfe. 
ctions; (for thereby He is qualify'd to be 


cult to ſhew, Thirdly, That that Honou ” 
and Diſtinction cannot be Alienated b tha 
Him, or Communicated to Another. Go 
Our Adverſaries allow Religious Wo Oc 
ſhip Originally to belong to God; and 
not raſhly by Creatures to be transfer 60 
to Another. But, in their Opinion, ti Hit 
no Incommunicable Honour; for God no! 
may if He pleaſe, for Extraordinary Rea ge 
ſons, adopt Another, diſtin&t in Eſſenc ab! 
from Himſelf, and appoint and conſtitut the 
Him, an Object of Divine Service and Alg 
doration. And This, ſay They, He ha 
actually done, in Relation to qur Bleſſe? N. 
Saviour, whom we are obligd to Honour ou 
even as we Honour the Father. © of 
But this Opinion is repugnant, Firſt, to 2 
the expreſs Declarations of Holy Scripture ca 
Secondly, to the Foundation and Nature 
of Religious Worſhip: And, Thirdly, i 
confounds and deſtroys the Diſtinction be C 
tween God and a Creature. Jo 


Firſt, It is repugnant to the expreſs De. in 
clarations of Holy Scripture ; that God 
| ſhou'd appoint and conſtitute a Being, di- 
ſtinct from Himſelf in Nature and Eſſence, 


an 
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n Object of Religious Honour and A- 
doration. 


Tis ſo plain 1n the Sacred Writings, 
that He that runs may read, how Jealous 


Cod is of His Homage and Worſhip ; and 
how Sollicitous and Provident, upon all 
Occaſions, to prevent its being transfer d 


to Another. Thou ſhalt have none other 


Gods but me, was ſet by the Almighty 


Himſelf, at the Head of the Moral Law ; 
not only as a Precept, in the higheſt De- 
gree, ſuitable to the fix'd and unchange- 
able Nature and Reaſon of Things, and 


therefore of a Neceſſary and Eternal Ob- 


ligation ; the ſame Teſterday, to Day and 
for Ever; but as a Duty, which is the 
Neceſſary Foundation of all other; with- 
out which, the Subſtance, Life and Being 
of Worſhip and Religion wou'd decay and 
periſh. We are commanded, over _ over 
again, to Honour and Adore God only; be- 
cauſe He is but one Lord, and beſides Him, 
there is none elſe. And God declares ſaying, 
*I am the Lord, that is my Name, and my 


Glory will I not give to another: and Iam 


He, I am the Firſt, J alſo am the Laſt, and 1 
will not give my Glory to another; meaning 
in both places, as the context ſhews, That 


* Iſaiah 42. 8. T 48. 11, 12. 


Glory 
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Glory, which conſiſts in Religious Servi ud 
Now can it be imagin'd, that 2 Godo 
infinite Holineſs, Truth and Juſtice, ſhoy{ 
make ſuch repeated and ſolemn Declar; 
tions, founded in the very Nature ani 


Reaſon of Things; that He alone will | 
the Object of Divine Addreſſes and Ador: 


tion, and that He will not give His Glory 


and Honour to Another; and yet that H 
has confer'd that Diſtinguiſhing Mark o 
the Deity, a right to Religious Invocation 
— a Being, diſtinck from Himſelf, i 
Nature and Eſſence? This wou d be ar 
Imagination, that muſt derogate very muc 
from thoſe Noble and Sublime Apprehen 
ſions of Holineſs and Veracity, which ne 
ceſſarily attend juſt Notions of the Being 
and Attributes of God. 


But, Secondly, The Opinion of our Ad 
verſaries in this Matter, is repugnant to 
the very Foundation and Nature of Reli 
gious Worſhip. 


Firſt, To the Foundation of it. Thel® 
Foundation of Religious Worſhip, (as ve 
have ſeen before) is the Metaphyſical Ef- ha 
fence of God, together with thoſe Glo- I ® 
ous Attributes and Perfections, which 
flow from it. That is, the Being, which I "! 
is fit to be the Object of Divine Honour pl 


al 
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d Invocation, muſt be really preſent in 
jery Place, privy to the Thoughts and 
atentions of every Heart, and able to aſ- 
t, reward and puniſh. Of this Character 
;the great Zehovah, infinite in Eſſence, 
owledge, Juſtice and Power. Bur if 
\cſe Qualifications be neceſlarily requir'd 
ocompleat a Title to Divine Honour and 
ervice, tis impoſſible for God to make 
over, or communicate it to Another, di- 
inet from Himſelf; becauſe thoſe Condi- 
tons themſelves are abſolutely incapable 
of 2a Communication. God is moſt cer- 
uinly oblig'd to act according to the E- 
ternal Relations and Reaſon of Things, 
that is, He can do all things, that imply 
10, Contradiction, and nothing that does: 
But all Eſſences, except his own, are limited 
and finite; and therefore at the fartheſt 
move, from a Poſſibility of receivin 
thoſe Attributes, which make up the Cha- 
ater of an Object of Worſhip. And it 
implies a manifeſt Contradiction, that God 
ou d communicate Perfections to & Being, 
whoſe Nature is + incapable of receiving 
them. What ſounds more abſurd, than 
to ſay a Being is finite in Eſſence, and yet 
has an inherent Power ( for ſuch is thatof 
our Bleſſed Saviour) confer'd upon it, of 
knowing what is dene, and of ging 
without controul, at all times, and in all 
9 IT OY TE 


If 
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Ctions, which are neceſſary to conſtitut 


admit thoſe Attributes, which are Bound 
Teſs and Perfect; And if fo, it can neve 


If it be objected, that God may ver 
much enlarge the Extent and Capacity es; 
2 Created Being; and then it may be a {hc 
Subject for the reception of thoſe PerfeMious 


and finiſh an Object of Divine Worſhip 
It may be anſwer d; be the Extent an 
Capacity of ſuch a Being enlarg d eye 
ſo far, it will never be actually improy! 
and advanc'd to Infinity; (that Proper 
being conſequent to Neceſſary Exiftenc 
only;) and therefore it cannot poſlibl 


become qualify d, for Divine Honour anc 


Adoration. But this will appear plainer, Ml ! 
by an Anſwer to another Objection, tha not 
may be brought, and is This. We read per 
of many in the Sacred Pages, both Old I 


and New, beſides our Bleſſed Saviour, 
who had the Power of diſcerning Men: ne 


Thoughts, of raiſing the Dead, and heal in 


ing the Sick ; and if God cou'd commu - U 


nicate, and Man receive, ſuch an Ex-M co 
traordinary Power; where is the Abſur-W ſo 


dity of ſuppoſing the ſame inexhaulſtibleM th 
Fountain of all Perfection, to confer it B. 
in that Extent and Manner, which may E 
make it equal to all Objects and Occa- in 
ſions? If He can qualify Men, to be bnou- it 
ers and ſearchers of ſome Hearts, and 1 * 
recall deparicd Spirits to their * - 
| _ 
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25; it is not impoſſible for Him, by 
be utmoſt Communications of His Glo- 
ous Attributes, to enable a Created Being, 
o be 4 knower and trier of all Hearts and 
deins, and to govern and diſpoſe of eve- 
part of the World; nay, to call things 
tut are not, as if they were, and create 
them out of nothing; which implies the 
ligheſt Pitch and Perfection of Power: 
ind then our Reaſoning upon the Foun- 
dation of Religious Worſhip, will not 
prove Chriſt to be really and eſſentially 
Bod 1167111 25 | meaty rr; 


Jo this, I anſwer, That theſe Men did 
not perform theſe extraordinary and ſu- 
pernatural Actions by a Permanent and 
Inherent Power, communicated to them, 
at firſt, by God; but were only Inſtru- 
nents, in His hands, to bring theſe great 
and mighty Works to paſs. When the 
Dead were raisd, their Miniſtry indeed 
concur d; they ſpoke a Word, or made 
ſome outward Sign or Application; but 
the Almighty interpoſal of the Supreme 
Being, was conſtantly, in every caſe, the 
Efficient Cauſe, in producing the Aſtoniſh- 
ing and Divine Effet. The Power con- 
fer d upon them, did not amount to what 
ve generally call a Commiſſion; for a 
Man by vertue of a Commiſſion from his 
Frince, may tranſact a great a ” | 

| ub- 
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every inſtance, of the Divine Concurrency 
gone to God that gave them, and therefor 
Own. And the knowledge they had 5 
a few Men's Thoughts and Intentions, yy 


| pended upon the immediate Aſſiſtance ant 


ſome way or other, requires ſuch an in 
by Chriſt was enabled to be a Diſcer. 


ner of all Men's Imaginations and De. 


_ fame Eſſence and Perfections with the Fx 


diſtinct from Himſelf, in Nature and Ef 


Publick Affairs, without His immediay 
Concurrence, without His Preſence an 
Aſſiſtance. But theſe Men acted by n 
ſueh Commiſſion; they ſtood in need, i 


and Interpoſal. The departed Spirits un 


cou d be reſtor'd by no Power but H 


no Reſiding and Conſtant Power, give 
them by their Heavenly Father; but de 


Communication of the Divine Spirit 
To know the Thoughts and Intentions o 
a Mans heart, without his expreſſing then 


timate Union with it, as no Being cu 
pretend to, but He who made, preſerve 
and inhabits it. Whereas, the Power 
(as ſhall be ſhewn fully hereafter) where. 


ſigns, 0 raiſe the Dead, &c. were Per 
manent and Inherent Attributes; which 
they cou'd not be; were not He of thc 


ther. Such Powers muſt undoubtedly ariſe 
from a Communication of God's Proper- 
ties and Excellencies. But ſuch a Com- 
munication cannot be made to a Being, 


ſence, 


— 
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rent. If it could, it muſt either be 
whole or in part: But there cou d not 
2 Communication made in whole ; 
; that wou d ſuppoſe the Divine Per- 


jet, and capable of being intirely 
ere be a Communication of em in part ; 


pable of Diviſion, as His Eſſence is from 
e ame Imputation. KS. 


not by a Participation of the Divine 
erfections, but entirely by Creation; they 
either created together with the Soul, 
nd grow and ſtrengthen with it, or are 


0 mſequences of its Nature and Conſti- 
Devon; which. in this Caſe amounts to the 
„re. So that, when we ſay, ſome of the 


wine Attributes are Communicable, as 


b. r choſe individual Attributes can be im- 
iſe ated to us; but that they have ſome 
* leſemblance, in kind, to thoſe Properties 


In us; Whereas Unity and Neceſſity of 
Exiſtence, which are ſtil'd Incommunica- 
5 le, bear no Proportion to any Created 


Per- 


oC , | 


xe, ſo as to make them Permanent and 


tions to be ſeparable from their proper 


nsferd to Another; which is the molt 
grant Contradiction. Neither cou'd | 


that implies their Diviſibility: But 
ds Attributes are as far from being 


The Powers and Properties, which we, 
1an imperfect Degree, are endow'd with, 


oodneſs and Juſtice, we muſt not mean, 


* 
— — — go — 2 > p 
— — 128382 
2 


— — — 
— —U—-U 2 % 


— — ——— BEADS 1 — ESCRTRN N * — — — . — — 
— % — — 5 r 2 — 2 —kñ—- é ——ĩů—— 8 
2 — > * * — — « 
. — 
a ů ne — ee. r 5 me p a 
* = a 2 — 8 — p IT r Ad — he 


— — 46 49 
2 — x64 —— ho — RF 2,5 * 
p * y * LR _ 
— 12 a ha, —— . LIES IC 7 
—— — — © <= 2 8 2 * 
wy 


Ok 2a 
— — 
* 


” 
re 
— 


- — ds 
— 8 
— ——— — 
— * 


WH WK * ——ꝛꝛů——ů A ˖Cjꝙr %c l-l.. 


64 A YVmdication of our Bleſſed 


ed, nor Communicated by God to a Be 


Perfection. Our Saviour then having thoſ 
Perfections, which could; neither be Creat 


ing, diſtinct in Nature and Eſſence, fron 
Himſelf, muſt neceſſarily be of the ſam 
Subſtance with Him, and conſequent 


every way qualify'd for an Object of Re * 
ligious Worſhip. | | ; = 
Secondly, The Tenet of our Adverſari * 
is repugnant to the Nature of Divine H fre 
nour and Adoration. The Great God o * 
Heaven and Earth, demands Worſhip fron 59 
all our Powers and Faculties, with thei . 
utmoſt Strength and Intenſion; no pa 11 
of our Conſtitution muſt be employd ii am 
Divine Service and Devotion to anothll one 
Being; nor any Degree of Rel gious Ho uin 
nour and Invocation given from Him. Bh 
if Chriſt be of. a Nature, different fron 5 
the Father, as He muſt, if He be not off c;; 
the ſame Subſtance with Him, we are un gie 
der an Obligation to Worſhip two Being f No 
diſtinct in Eſſence, with all our Heart, au Un 
with all our Soul, and with all our Mind nc 
and with all our Strength. That is, ch 
are oblig d to pay all our Religious Wor fn 
ſhip to One Being, and all of it to Ano nc 
ther; to give all the Divine Honour, ge. 
are capable of expreſſing, ro One Eſſenci the 
and let it terminate there; and all of I the 


to Another, and let it terminate = 
Whic 
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which is a manifeſt Contradiction; and 
et upon this Suppoſition it muſt be ſo; 
or elſe we ſhall not Honour the One, as 
we Honour the Other; which Scripture 
commands us to do. 8 


Whereas, if our Saviour be allow'd to 
be of the ſame Subſtance with the Fa- 
ther, we are clear of this Contradiction: 
Divine Worſhip may then be paid to Each 
Perſon, diſtinctly, in the moſt Comprehen- 
five and Perfect Manner, we are able; for 
it will all terminate on the ſame Eſſence, 
or the ſame God. It will loſe nothing, 
won this Scheme, by Diviſion ; but, as 
River parted and uniting again, is of the 
me Strength and Power; it will meet in 
one Undivided and Infinite Being, and re- 
tin its Vigour and Efficacy. 


Thirdly, The Opinion of our Adver- 
aries confounds and deſtroys the Diſtin- 
Gon between God and a Creature. Our 
Notion of God, is, that He is a Being 
Uncircumſcrib'd and Infinite in Eſſence, 
and all Glorious Perfections; and 'tis the 
Character of a Creature, to be imperfect, 
inite and dependent. This is the receiv'd 
and fundamental Diſtinction between theſe 
beings. - But if Men can once perſuade 
themſelyes, ( as our Adverſaries pretend 
they do, in the caſe of our Saviour, ) that 

9 . _ a mere 


ern 


es 


Character of a real and true God, ad. 


Worſhip; it muſt be impertinent and rid 
culous to make, or defend this Diſtinction 


us go ever ſo _ Millions of Ages back, 
we ſhall yet be infinitely ſhort of Eternity 


Doctrine wou'd tempt one to conceive ei 


— _ —_— 
— p noon * 
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a mere Creature can be exalted to the 
vancd to the Honour of ſiting at the 
right Hand of Majeſty on High, and by 
a Communication of infinite Perfections 
render d a proper Object of Religious 


Right Reaſon ſeems to teach, that the 
Diſtance, between God, and the moſt Ex 
alted of Created Beings, is Infinite ; as kt 


But upon the Scheme of our Adverſaries 
the Approaches of a Creature to the great 
eſt Glories and Excellencies of God, art 
indeterminate and uncertain: He may be 
imperfect and finite one day, and ab 
ſolutely Perfect and Infinite the next. Thi 


ther too diſhonourable Notions of God 
or too ſublime ones of a Creature; eithel 
that God can work Contradictions, or tha 
He is not much Superiour to the Morte 
His Hands. 


Religious Worſhip then, belonging tc 
God only, upon the Account of His Me 
taphyſical Eſſence, and the Glorious Per 
fections, which are founded in it, canno 
be communicated by Him to another Be 
ing, diſtinct from Himſelf in Nature and 
| E ſſence 
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ſence; as appears from the expreſs De- 


d Foundation of Divine Honour; and 
ie Eſſentia! Diſtinction between God and 
Creature; therefore our Saviour, being 
itled to an Equal Share of Religious 
Yorſhip with the Father, muſt be of the 
me Nature, Eſſence and Perfections with 
m; and for that Reaſon, as was for- 


niſtence. 


ous Worſhip to a Being, which is not 
ally and eſſentially God: Which is the 
Fourth and Laſt Particular I propos d; 
nd I need not ſpend many Words up- 


u it. | 


ldolatry conſiſts in giving Divine Wor- 
lip, either, to a Being, which is not God; 
* to One, which is not thought to be 
bod; tho' He be really ſo. 5 


we charge upon our preſent Adverſa- 
wi and therefore to this I ſhall chiefly 
peak. . 


They aſſert our Bleſſed Saviour to be 
bod, only by poſitive Inſtitution; with- 
1 F 2 | out 


rations of Holy Scripturez the Nature 


jerly ſhewn, Neceſſary and Eternal in 


| follows hence, That it muſt be groſs | 
blatry in Creatures, to exhibit Reli- 


Tis this latter Sort of Idolatry, which 
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out any Natural and Uncontroulable Pr; 
tenſions to that Character: But muſt 
not be unpardohable Sacriledge to 10 
God Almighty of half His Honour 
Glory, and give it to a Being, which the 
maintain to be a Creature; or to a re 
and true God, as they affect to call Hin 
who however is fat7itious, and but of 
ſterday? If We muſt not give God's Glo 
becauſe He will not, to Another; if x 
muſt not Worſbip a Creature, beſides ti 
Creator, who is God Bleſſed for ever; 
we muſt not honour thoſe with Divi 
Service, which by Nature are no Gods; 
muſt undoubtedly be groſs Idolatry to pe 
Religious Worſhip to One, whom thi 
aſſert to be God, not by Nature and E 
ſence, but only by Divine Appointmer 
and Conſtitution. That Chriſt is real 
and eſſentially God, will by no me 
mitigate the Charge of their Idolatry, b 
be a great Aggravation of it. They e 
veſt Him of the Honour of being Ot 
with God, of His Divine Eſſence, and It 
finite Perfections, and degrade Him tot 
Character of a Created Being, and thi 
fall down and worſhip Him. Which 
worſe Idolatry, than giving Divine Wol 
ſhip to a mere Creature, under a falſe Pet 
ſwaſion either of its Being a God, or © 
Doing God Honour by it: For, in th 
Caſe, Men only — the Object e 


Wot 


? 
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porſhip, or miſplace their Zeal; but in 
he other, they impudently pull down and 
geſtroy he God, and then abſurdly wor- 
ſhip the Creature. And therefore our Ad- 
jerfaries are more inexcuſable, than the 
Generality of the Heathen and 3 
ho either think the various Beings they 
zorſhip to be true Gods, or by this means 
o do honour to Him, who is really fo; 
r to promote the Conſtancy, Strength 
and Fervency of Divine Worſhip; and do 
not, with our Adverſaries, induſtriouſly 
deny 4 true God, and pay Religious Ho- 
nour to 4 falſe One; which our Saviour 
nuſt be, if He be not (as They hold, He 
s not,) really and eſſentially God. 


The Worſhip of Chriſt being com- 
anded by God Himſelf, will not ren- 
der their 1dol/atry more excuſable , than 
that of the Heathen and Romaniſts ; for 
vhich there is no Juſtifyable Colour from 
deripture or Reaſon; till they can prove, 
(what they will never be able to do) that 
that Worſhip is not therefore command- 
ed, becauſe His Divine Nature gives Him 
Title to it. „ IVE 


Ipaſs on now, Secondly, To prove from 
Expreſs Texts of Scripture, wherein Chriſt 
bas the Titles and Characters of God, that 
He is really and eſſentially God. 11 


1 


70 A Vindication of our Bleſſed 
It was frequently inſiſted upon by th fi 
Primitive Fathers, and has been ſince, b Ito 
many Learned Men, that the Scriptur n 
of the Old and New Teſtaments, appen 

. thoſe Names and Characters to Chriſ 
which are Incommunicable to any, but t 

| God, and are the brighteſt Evidence an 
Diſtinction of the Deny. - 


And ſurely nothing can more clearly de 

monſtrate the Divinity of a Being, than 

be deſcrib'd by ſuch Appellations and Ch; 

racters in Holy Mrit, as denote a Nece 

ty of Exiſtence, a ſtrict and proper [tet 

nity ; or any other Attribute, which Scrig 

; ture appropriates, and Reaſon informs u 

| can belong to God only. That ours: 

|  wlour is deſcrib'd in Holy Writ under ſuc 

f Appellations and Characters, as clear] 

evince His Divinity, or His being of th 

i} _ ſame Glorious Eſſence and Perfections wit 
the Father, is now to be prov d. 


I ſhall begin my Argument for clearing th 
Truth of the Propoſition, before us, vit 
Chriſt's being ſtil'd Fehovah, in the Sacre 
Writings. Tis well known to thoſe, wh 
have any Acquaintance with the Hebrey 
Language, that the Name, Fehovah is u 
ken from Being and is the ſame as, Ni 
"WR und ero qui ero, J am that I an 
That is, the Perſon here mention'd, — 
5 im 


2 — 
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Himſelf a Being, of whoſe Eſſence it is 
o Exiſt; and therefore calls Himſelf, 1 
n that I am. His ſpeaking in the future 
xnſe, is a Mode of Expreſſion in the He- 
bew Language, which implys a Neceſſity 
of Being, or an Eternal Duration; for it 
fenifies His containing in Himſelf the 
Reaſons of Future, as well as Paſt, Exi- 
fence ; which muſt be Neceſſary in Each 
Reſpe&; or elſe His aſſuming this diſtin- 
zuiſhing Appellation can be juſtifiable by no 
Authority whatſoever. And 'tis well known 
that the Fews had ſuch an awful Regard 
and Veneration for this Tremendous 
Name of God, as expreſſing at once His 
Efence and Eternal Exiſtence, that they 
rery ſeldom mention d it; and when they 
did uſe it, 'twas with a moſt profound Re- 
ſpect and Religious Dread. They eſteemd 
t to be Incommunicable to any Being, 
but the Supreme God; whoſe Property 
it was to be Neceſſarily Exiſtent; and 
therefore ſtood in the utmoſt abhorrence 


of a freedom with it. 15 


That this Title is apply d in the Writ- 
ings of the Old Teſtament to God the Fa- 
ther, the firſt Perſon in the ever Bleſſed 
Trinity, is unqueſtionably true, and agreed 
on all hands: And that tis aſſum'd by a 
Ferſon, in the ſame Divine Oracles Nu- 
merically diſtin& from the Father, is a 
EL» —_— | Truth 


72 A Vindication of our Bleſſed 
Truth, which may be prov'd beyond a 
Reaſonable Contradiction; which Perſyy 
was believ'd, by the Primitive Fathers, t 
be the Son of God. is plain the An 
gel, * which appear d to Moſes in 
burning Buſh, was the ſame Perſon tha 
Mid Himſelf, | the God of Abraham, i 
God of Iſaac, and the God of Facob: An 
that gave Authority to Moſes to tell thi 
Children of ꝙ Iſrael that His Name 
N N IR I am that JI am; that, 
am, ſent him unto them; and that This 
meaning, J Jehova Elohe, is His Namefi 
ever, and This is His Memorial unto al 
Generations. *Tis plain, I ſay, that th 
Perſon, which begins, continues all along 
the Conference with Moſes; and therefor 
He, who has the Appellation of Angel, at 

li the beginning, afterwards aſſumes thi 
j Character of he God of Abraham, the Gu 
| of Iſaac, and the God of Jacob, and ſtile 
i _ Himlelf, Fehovah I am. Titles ſurely toc 
great for any Being, that is not of the 
ſame Glorious Nature and Perfections wit 
Him, who is Infinite in Eſſence and At 
tributes, and the ſame Jeſterday, to Da), 
and for Ever. And that He, who diſcourſes 
with Moſes and diſtinguiſhes Himſelf by 
"theſe Titles and Characteriſtics of the 
Deity is not the Un- originated Being, of 
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bs. 


God the Father, but a Perſon diſtin from 
Him, is evident from His Being call'd 

- which ſignifies a Legate, a Meſſen- 
ger, or as we render it, an Angel. For tis 
highly abſurd to 2 that a Perſon, Who 
is ſent and commiſſion'd by another, is not 


charge an Embaſſy. 


Numerically diſtin& from Him, by whom 
He is employ'd, and authoriz d to dif- 


'Tis ſaid, * the Lord rain'd upon Sodom 
and Gomorrah Brimſtone and Fire from the 
Lord out of Heaven. The Lord who rain'd 
Fire upon Sodom, and the Lord from whom 
He rain d the Fire, are, as Fuſtin Martyr 
faies, T two Perſons: The One was on 
Earth, the Other in Heaven ; and therefore 
They muſt be Lords, Numerically diftin&_ 
from Each Other. And yet, They are but 
one Deity, Both of one Undivided Sub- 
ſtance: The Lord in Heaven was Lord, 
and the Lord on Earth was Lord; and yet 
in Nature and Eſſence they were but one 
Lord: The Lard our God is One Lord: 
Lord in each part of the verſe 1s call'd b 
the incommunicable Name, Fehovah; whic 
according to the Notions of the Fews, and 
of the Primitive Writers, in che Chriſtian 
Church, denotes the Supreme Deity 3 

which They cou'd Both be no otherwiſe, 


LO IT 


* Genelis 3. 2% f &6w del. 


CY Tg 
* 


— 


— a 


than 


Subſtance. 


tion by Him; and thereby to aſcertain our 
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than as they are of the ſame Undivide 


The Prophet T/atah tells us, that thy 
Name of our Saviour Hall be call'd wonder 
ful, Counſellour, the Mighty God, the E 
verlaſting Father; The Prince of Peace 
Titles ſurely too great for a Being inferiot 
to the Supreme God in the Eſſential Cha 
racters of His Deity. I ſhall not trouble 
the Reader with any more Paſſages ou 
of the Old Teſtament; x 


But proceed to enquire into the Evi. i; 
dence we find in the New Teſtament of th 
our Saviour's Divinity. We may reaſona- tc 
bly think He wou'd by no Means dave ol 
Himſelf without witneſs, in a point of p 
ſuch an Extraordinary Nature and Impor- \ 
tance; as whether He be neceſſarily Inf. 2 
nite in Eſſence and Perfections or not? As Ml 4 
on the one Hand, if He be from Eterni- 
ty, in a ſtrict and proper ſenſe, of the n 
ſame Subſtance and Attributes with the Fa. i 
ther; we may without preſumption ex- | 
pect clear Teſtimony and Aſſurance of it, MW 
from Himſelf and His Holy Apoſtles; to 
' raiſe in our Minds juſt apprehenſions of 
the Excellency and Dignity of His Perſon, MW * 
and to poſſeſs us with the higheſt Notions iſ - 
of the Price and Value of our Redemp- il 


Faith, 
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ivideMFaith, and influence our Conduct. So, 
on the other hand, if He be a Fictitious 
Ind Temporary Deity, as He muſt, if He 
at th be not Co- eternal and Conſubſtantial with 


onder the Father, we cannot 1 His Mo- + 


he Ef fy and Humility wou'd ſuffer Him to 
eas MY leave ſuch Expreſſions and Characters up- 
on Record, as wou'd eaſily and naturally 
kad His Diſciples into a Belief of His be- 


oubleW ing equal to God, in Nature and Perfe- 


3 out tions. 1 


When ever His Followers form'd a de- 
ign of paying Him more Honour on Earth, 
t off than was abſolutely conſiſtent with the in- 


aue of His humiliation He rejected their Pro- 
poſals, and diſcountenanc'd their Attempts. 
When they had thoughts of making Him 
a King, He plainly tells them, His King- 
As dom is not of this World: How often 

0i-W ve ſee Him endeavouring to avoid the Ad- 
the MW miration and Applauſe of Men, and aſcrib- 


Fa. ing the Glory of His Actions to the Pre- 


ex- MW ſence and Aſſiſtance of His Heavenly Fa- 


it, ther? Nay, leſt zhe Paps He ſuck a, and 


ro WM the Womb that bare Him ſhou'd riſe too 
of MW high in Mens Eſteem and Veneration, He 


n, W diverts them from fond Speculations of that 


ns W Nature, to matters of a Spiritual and Eternal 
p- importance. Whereas, He and His Apo- 
ur W files, have given ſuch Teſtimony to His 


, E being 


tention of His Commiſſion, and the State 


* be w_ " — - — * — : 1 
- — oY —— — — — — — — . 2 — — —— — 
II AER EE . —— 


q w — 
2 be — ax" 
- > ven eee hy 22 * . HY © 2 
— — * ad 


x at. Yr oo thre” 
" * ver queen 


* 
1 
[7 
i 


— 
von —.UK 
8 


— — 
r 


5 —— < - oy _— — — 
— — 4 — I — — — 
— — Ls PEI ents * hens — — — mY * 
$ * » * — — 3 
F n — — — — = — — 8 


one if falſe, and therefore by no means to 
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being One in Nature and Perfections wit Sz 
\ the great K ng of Heaven, as ſufficient\Miſtens 
proves that Fundamental Article of ol 


moſt Holy Faith: And when He foun 
His Diſcourſe was leading His Audienc 

— into ſuch a Conception of His Digit 
and Extraction, He is ſo far from di 
couraging and ſuppreſſing their Opinio 
( which muſt be a Pernicious and Damnable 


be countenanc'd by he Bleſſed Feſus, 
that He ſtill more clearly Expreſſes and 7 
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ſerts His Divinity; as we (hall ſee here- 


after. 


Having premis d this in General id ha 


of 
| Men to the producing of thoſe Texts of Ml G 
Scripture in the New Teſtament, which in br 


God the Father and God the Son. 


the Judgment of Primitive Antiquity, do 
evince our Saviour to be One with the Fa- 
ther in Subſtance and Attributes. I do 
not intend to examine all the Texts our 
Reverend Author has laid together; but 
only ſuch of them as make moſt for, or 
againſt, the Doctrine, I am now defend- 
ing; and ſhall ſubjoin ſome Teftimonies 
of the Antinicene Fathers to each part of MW t 
my Diſcourſe. 8 | 


; I ſhall endeavour to prove theſe three 
ehings. Firſt, an Unity of Nature between 


Secondly, 


7 - Saviour's Divinity, &. 77 
8 wil Secondly, The Eternity of the Son's Ex- 
ClentlMiſtence. 5 


founq And Thirdly, His Omniſcience and Om- 
diene, nipotence. Tp . 
gnitz Mz 


n di 
inio 
nahle 
18 to 


14 


I do not deſign to enter into an Exami- 
nation of all the Divine Perfections; and 


quity aſcribe them to our Saviour: If 
theſe I have mention'd be clearly prov'd 
to belong to Him, the reſt, I doubt not, 
yill be granted of Courſe. 


And, Firſt, I am to prove an Unity 
of Nature between God the Father, and 
God the Son. The firſt Teſtimony I ſhall 


bring of this Unity, is the beginning of 


and the Word was God. That in the be- 
ginning is deſign'd here to denote Eter- 
nity, ſhall be prov'd under the next Head. 
That the Term, Ashes, refers to Chriſt, is 
acknowledg'd by all, that Subſcribe to the 
New Teſtament: But whether it be in- 


exiſtent to the Creation of the World, 
or a Divine Quality only informing a Man; 
or if ſuch a Subſtance, whether of the 


venly Father, and a diſtinct Perſon from 


Him 


ew, that Scripture and Primitive Anti- 


St. John's Goſpel: In the beginning was 
the Word, and the Word was with God, 


tended to ſignify Him, as a Subſtance Pre- 


ſame Nature and Eſſence with His Hea- 


— 2 
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Him; not to mention now, whether He 
be Eternal, are Queſtions, which haye 
much diſturbd the Peace and Happineſ 
of the Chriſtian Church. But that He is 
a Subſtance Pre- exiſtent to the Creation 
of the World, and not a Divine Quality 
only informing a Man, might be clear] 
provd from the Words I have Quoted, 
and the Verſes following, and from a great 
many paſlages of Holy Scripture. But this 
I ſhall paſs over, as being ſuperſeded by 
what I promis'd to ſhew. e 


To apprehend the Acceptation of the 
Term, A%99;, ſo frequent in this Chapter 


of St. John, tis expedient to enquire into 


the Reaſon of his uſing it;. which was 
with Regard to Fews, Gentiles and Here. 
7icks; but more eſpecially to the latter. 
We are aſſur'd by the united Teſtimony 
of Learn'd Men, that the Chaldee Para- 
phraſe and the JFeuiſb Targums make the 
word of Fehovah an Appellation of the 
ſame Importance and Extent as Jehovah 
Himſelf, and yet a Perſon diſtin& from 
Him. As the Word of Fehovah rain d 
dows Fire from Fehovah upon Sodom. The 
Word of Fehovah ſhall be my God: And 
in the P/almiſt, inſtead of, The Lord ſaid 
unto my Lord, ſit thou on my Right Hand, 


— ny 


1 Cegeſis 19. 44. They 
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bey render it, The Lord ſaid unto His 
rd, fit thon on my Right Hand. There 
e many inſtances in the Old Teſtament, 
2 the fame purpoſe; but theſe are ſuffi- 
ent Evidence, that the Fews gave the 
ile of Word, to a Perſon diſtin& from 
je Father, and yet equal to Him in Great- 
ſs and Power. 5 


As for the Heathen; the greateſt Ma- 
ters of Wit and Reaſon among them, 
all a Divine Perſon by the Title of Ades. 
Clement of Alexandria records a Paſlage 
of Orpheus, the moſt antient of the Greek 
dages, to this Purpoſe: * Looking up ta 
the Divine Word. And Hermes Triſmegi- 
fus, as He is cited by St. Cyril, in his firſt 
Book againſt Julian, ſays thus of God; 
+ His Word proceeding from Him is His 
Fruitful and Natural Son. Plotinus calls 
the Son of God by the Name and Ti- 
tle of Azyos. And alſo þ the Pſyche or 
Soul is the Word, and a ſort of Energy of 
the Mind; as He, that is, the ſecond Hy- 
poflaſis of the Trinity, is the Word and 
Energy of the Firſt Good. = 
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And Amelius Contemporary with P/ 
tinus, and the great Admirer and Expo 
tor of the Platonick Philoſophy, ſays, 2 
he is cited by Euſebius, St. Cyril and The of 
doret, * This was the Logos or Ward, þ 
whom exiſting from Eternity, all thing 

were made, &c. ES 05”: 
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Hence it appears, that the Wifeſt among 
the Heathen, not only had a Notion of: 
Plurality of Perſons in the Deity, (whict 
was owing, no Doubt, either to Tradi 
tion, or to an imperfect Knowledge of the 
Fewiſh Diſpenſation;) but that They calle 
that Divine Hypoſtaſis, which was an im 
mediate Emanation from the Firſt, by thi 
Title of Logos. | SETS 


| Laſtly, Hereticks had contriv'd a 
aſtoniſhing and abſurd Genealogy of Di 
vine Beings. They fancied the Found 
tion and Original of all Things, to hays 
I begun a Series of Deities, of various Or 
ders and Diſtinctions. To theſe Deitic: 
'q They gave the General Appellation ot 
1 Eons or Ages, but aſſign d to Each of 
them a particular Name and Title, accord 

ing to their Different Characters and Pro 
vinces of Action. One of theſe Ema: H 


FC 


— —a2—U— — 


— 
—— — — 


— — 
— 


3 vb 


- 22 
eee e e — 
— — wedge 


| Pic 
1 aig | kit 
''8 * O 4e „ 6 Avus, nal d ale nr, md grophs 1 14 
'F E 96, KC. 0 


tions 


Saviour s Divinity, &c. 81 
tions they call'd by the Name of Logos ; 
which together with Zoe, was the cauſe 
The of all things, that were afterwards pro- 
rd, ducd info Being. Now 'tis very proba- 
ble that St. John had a view to all theſe, 
Jews, Gentiles and Hereticks, in fixing 
upon the Term of Logos, to Expreſs the 
Dignity and Nature of our Bleſſed Sa- 
biour. i 


They all gave, (as we have ſeen,) this 
Name to a Divine Being: And therefore 
it very much became the Wiſdom of the 
| in Ml Evangeliſt to make choice of that Term, 
vhich they were all acquainted with; in or- 
der to prove that all thoſe Perfections, 
which They truly aſcribd to the Azyos, 
did really meet in the Character of the 
Mefias ; and to rectify ſeveral Miſtakes in 
their Apprehenfions of this Matter. Tis 
rery probable, I ſay, that St. John had an 
Eye to all theſe, when He ſingled out the 
Term of A4yos to denote the Perfon of 
the Son of God: Becauſe They all gave 
it to a Divine Perſon, and conſequently 
vere unanimouſly prejudic'd in favour of 
it: But in an eſpecial Manner to. thoſe 
Hereticks, who entertain'd that wild and 
ſtupid Notion of Mons; againſt whom 


neus, that St. John lever'd this part of His 
Goſpel. DN \: 3460 13-7 
G Let 


ve have the Expreſs Teſtimony of Ire- 
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\ . Let us enquire then what Evidence the 
Evangeliſt's applying the Title of Azyes to 
our Saviour, in the foremention'd views, 


| 
| 
| 
is of His being of the ſame Nature and 
Effence with God the Father. 
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The Learned among the Fews look d 
upon the Word of Fehovah, as an Appel-M : 
lation of the ſame Importance and Extent ; 
as Fehovah Himſelf: And the wiſeſt Heat 
thens eſteem'd the Nes or Ayes (for They 

generally us d theſe Terms promiſcuouſly) 
to be a Being of the ſame Majeſty and 
Power as the Supreme God. | 


| Now St. Johns uſing a Title, They ſ⸗ 
well underſtood, to expreſs the Meſſas 
was a very likely way to remove Theit 
Prejudices, and to make Them Convert: 

to the Chriſtian Faith; by ſhewing them 
that the Perſon, who had lately appear'c 
and convers'd upon Earth, in the Nan 

and Character of God Incarnate, was the 
Azyos or Word, which They had ſo gre 
an Efteem and Veneration 4 If Chri 
be really and abſolutely God, this was : 
wiſe and admirable Method, to bring then 
over to His Inſtitution, and to rendes 
Them ſound and Orthodox in their Faith 

to induce them to the acknowledgment c 
His Works and Doctrine, and to give 
them juſt r of His Toes 
38 | N | 


— 
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But if e be not of the ſame Nature and 
Eſſence with the Father; the Evangeliſt 
had ſcarce choſe a Title, which - wou'd 
very probably lead them either into be- 
lieving the contrary, or into the Groſs and 
Fatal Error of Polytheiſm, viz. of having 
more un-originated and independent Gads 
than One. This tis reaſonable to think 
it wou d do; becauſe they look d upon 
that Term as ſignifying a Divine Being of 
the ſame Perfections and Character with 
the Supreme God, and a Diſt int Perſon 
from Him: And therefore St. Johns ap- 
plying it to Chriſt, (conſidering withal the 
other Divine Characters he frequently 
gives Him, ) wou'd naturally induce them 
to believe Him, to be either of the ſame 
Subſtance with the Supreme God, or ano- 
ther Un- originated and Independent Be- 
ing. So ech we can imagine Him 

to uſe a Term, which in all likelihdod 
wou d lead them into Polyther/ſm, we' muſt 
conceive his Application of it to Chrift 
to be an Argument of His Being of the 
15 Nature and Eſſence with His Fa- 

A . 8 : . | 3 


And if we ſhou'd take the Jews Word 
of Fehovah, and the Heathen Azyas, ac- 


cording. to the Opinion of ſome Learn'd 


Men, tor a Qualicy only, or a Property af 


Almighty God; 'cwill be of no Validity 


2 | or. 


84 A Vindication of our Bleſſed : 
or Weight againſt us. For then St. John's fl | 
uſing it, in this Manner, muſt tend either Ml 1 

to perſuade them, that He is nothing but Ml ti 
a different Mode and Denomination of the te 
Father; and / to confirm them in that N << 
Hereſy, which was afterwards call'd Sa. 4 
belhianiſm; or elſe to prove to them, that er 

He was not a Quality only or a Property of fl tt 
God, but a Subſtantial and Diſtinct Per. Ml 
fon in the Deity. To apply it upon this Ml ;/ 

_ occaſion in another Senſe, than as a Qua- 
lity only or Property of God, or as a Di. g 
vine Being really and eſſentially God, t 
wou'd have been to give it an Accepta- Ml \ 
tion, which they knew nothing of, and Ml G 
without any Mark or Character, by which IM d 

they might apprehend; what that ae Ac. g. 
ceptation ſnoud be. But, tis plain, St. $ 
John does not apply this Title to Chriſt, Ml di 
as a Divine Quality only, or a Property; ¶ lo 
becauſe he aſcribes Perſonal Qualities to G 

— Him, and proves Him to be a Diſtin& 

Hypoſtaſis from the Father: Therefore 

it muſt be given Him as a Divine Being, pr 

really and eſſentially God; not of a diffe- th 

rent Nature from the Father, (as has been Ml & 
prov'd before, ) but of the ſame Subſtance ¶ re 

with the Father. 155 1 
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As for thoſe Heretichs, who maintain'd th 
that Senſeleſs Genealogy of Deities calld I 
Eons, of which the Acyos was one; it 
| a was 
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was agrecable to St. John's deſign, with 
Regard to them, to apply the Title of 
A6 to Chriſt, if He be really and eſſen- 
tially God, and not otherwiſe, He in- 
tended to bring them off, from their con- 
ceit of ſeveral Divine Emanations, to the 
Acknowledgment of the true Meſſias, who 
enjoy d all choſe real Perfections, which 
they, thro? a vain Imagination, aſcrib'd to 
Hictitious Deities: He alone was really 
the Life, and the Light, and the Fulneſs, 
and the only begotten of the Father ; which 
glorious Names and Titles with many more, 
they had given to their Imaginary Mons. 
Now if the Azzs be truly and abſolutely. 
God; This was a good Argument, to re- 
duce thoſe Heretichs from their wild and 
groundleſs Opinion; by proving all thoſe 
Sublime Characters, which they gave to 
different Powers and Emanations, to be- 
long to One Being, who is the Son of 
God, and the Subſtantial Ass. | 


They look'd upon their Mons, in all 
probability, as imperfe& Beings and for 
that Reaſon ſhar'd out Powers and Perfe- 
tions among Them, according to Their 
reſpective Capacities, and aſſignd Them 
peculiar Stations to act in. Now for St. 
John to apply the Title of Ayo, toge- 
ther with all thoſe Attributes and Chara- 
ters, aſcrib'd to Him in this Goſpel, to a 

1 G 3 - Bea 
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and Perfections to a Nature, which, in 


— go _ —_—_ _— — — — - —_— 
PEW, ht ———— a rR- Rr. ⅛˙ !— — r 2 — yum . 
WE en EL 7 — 2 F ge egy 


r 2 = — jo 


Hand, thoſe e_/Zons, were Real and Per- 
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Being, which is not abſolutely God; had I wi 
been the way to confound and ſhock, and C 
not to ſatisfy and convince Them: Be- ll gr 
cauſe it had been to give thoſe Powers 


Their Judgment, was not capable of re- 
ceiving Them: As our Saviour's cou'd not 
be, were He not truly and abſolutely God, 
If, in their Apprehenſions, on the other 


feat Deities, St. John's tiling Chriſt by 
the Title of Abs, was, on purpoſe, to 
confirm and improve Their Opinion of 
the Divinity of that particular Emanation; 
by ſnewing all thoſe Powers and Attributes, 
which they had thinly ſcatter d among 
many Divine Beings, to belong really in 
the compleateſt Degree, to Him alone: 
And confequently that they ought to re- 
ject all the reſt, as Superfluous and Inſig; 
nificant; and adhere only to the AC, who 
was he Life, and the Light, and the Ful. 
neſs, and the only Begotten of the Father. 


So that upon the whole; it had not been 
Prudent for the Evangeliſt to give the Title 
of Ayes to Chriſt, if He be not Eſſentially 
God; which He can be only by being of 
the ſame Subſtance with the Father. And, 
that He is really and abſolutely God, plain. 
ly appears from the Paſſage of St. John, 
now under Conſideration ; The Mord W. 
A* | with 


| Saviour's Divinity, &c. 37 
with God, and the Word was God. The 


Clauſe, the Word was with God, leaves no 


grounds for confounding the Diſtinction 
of Father and Son, and making Them (as 
ſome notwithſtanding, abſurdly have done) 


only different Denominations of the ſame 
Perſon. To be with God is not here ſpo- 


ken of a Divine Property, as Wiſdom or 
Juſtice may be ſaid to have been with God 
from the beginning; but, as appears from 
the Deſcription, refers to a Perſon: But 


for One Perſon to be with Another, as 29e 


Mord with God, neceſſarily ſuppoſes a di- 
ſtinction of Perſons. And the next Ex- 
preſſion, The Word was God, is an Evi- 
dent Teſtimony that Chriſt is eſſentially 
God. When the Evangeliſt had aſſur d 
us that the Word or Chriſt was with God, 
He immediately ſubjoins, and the Mord 
was God. : | 


He muſt be guilty of an unpardonable 
Impropriety in Language, if the Term, 
God, in the laſt Clauſe, be not of the ſame 


dignification and Latitude, as in the for- 


mer. The Word is ſtild God, with as 
great an Emphaſis and Authority, as the 
Father is; and why the Title ſhou'd de- 
note a Being in one Propoſition, who is 


abſolutely and neceſſarily God; and in 


the other, a God of inferiour Dignity 
and Diſtinction, no Reaſon can be aſſign d. 
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The want of an Article before ©, i 
the Propoſition, Oeꝭs # 0 A The Ill ora 
was God, does nat leſſen its Character 
for Articles in the Greek are often 
uncertain and arbitrary: And Odds, more 
than once in this Chapter, has none pre 
fix d to it, when 'tis moſt certainly ap 
piy'd to God the Father. 5 


When other Beings in Scripture ar 
. calld Gods, there is always ſome Mar 
whereby we may clearly perceive, that 
They are not really and abſolutely /; but 
that They are honour'd with that high 
Title, upon the Account of their Statio 
or Office. But in this Deſcription of ou 
Saviour, there is not the leaſt Intimation, 


that the Term, God, is not to be taken ii t. 
the higheſt and moſt unlimired ſenſe: And E 
oe 


therefore nothing but its implying a m 
nifeſt abſurdity, or Contradiction, ( whichW:le 
it will never be prov'd to do,) can be lte 
Reaſon for putting any other Conſtruction htp 
upon it. Te | nat 


And the Evangeliſt Himſelf, my thinks Wſ00 
takes Effectual Care, in the 3d. Verſe, tollen 
prevent any miſapprehenſion of this Mat- 
ter; by recording ſuch an Action of 1 
Chriſt, as cou'd be perform'd by God a. Itbe 
lone: All things were made by Him, and I a 

Nuit bout Him was not any thing madt, that the 

| 1 : os ww 8 8 2 


2, iat made. If to create or produce things 
Mordhut of nothing, be not the Eſſential and 
cter Incommunicable Prerogative of the Su- 
oftenibreme Being, tis impoſſible to diſcover 
more 


pre 
ab 


tings in this, and in many wore places of 
cripture, is aſcrib'd to God the Son, 
n the ſame Expreſs and Abſolute Man- 
ter, as it is in other Paſſages to God the 
- ard 


Jarl ern d in this great Work, as being Both 
cha-ſWicntially Infinite in Power and United 
high 


It appears then, I think, very plain, 
hat the Ford or Chriſt is Perfect God, 
onſubſtantial with His Father: Becaufe 
it, John ſtiles Him God, in the ſame Em- 


tio 
ou 
ion, 
n in 
And 
ma 
lich 
Je 1 
100 


does the Father, and aſcribes to Him an 
the Deity. And according to this In- 
utius, Clement of Alexandria, Fuſtin, 
lrengus, Tertullian and Origen, under- 
* the Evangeliſt, as might be eaſily 
1ewn. | = W 


The next paſſage I ſhall mention, is in 


the 1oty Chapter of St. John, 3oth ver. 


land my Father are One. In the 24 ver. 
the Jeus came and faid unto Him, if 
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hat is ſo. But the Creation of all 


ather; That is, They were jointly con- 


thatical and Abſolute Manner, as he 
Efential and Incommunicable Power of 


etpretation, The Primitive Fathers, I- 
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Thou be the Chriſt, tell us plainly : He roſe 
minds them that He had formerly appeab 
to the works He did in His Father 
Name, which bore witneſs of Him; aj 
here reſumes the Diſcourſe He had bee 
Juſt before upon, concerning His Sheer; 
or true Believers, to whom He promi 
Eternal Life; and declares that none ſh; 
_ them out of His Hands : For, faic 
es my Fatber, which gave them me 
greater than all; and none is able to plu 
them out of my Father's Hand: But, Ia 
my Father are One. Here He aſſures t 
Fews that He is the Chriſt, the Saviour 
the World, under the Title of the Shy 
herd: And allo as an Argument of H 
Ability to diſcharge His undertaking, th 
He is one with the Father in Nature an 
Eſſence. - Tis plain the 7eus underſto 
Him in this Senſe, for They took up Ston 
to ſtone Him, — for Blaſphemy; and b 
cauſe that He being a Mun, made Hi 
ſelf God. If He had only aſſerted, in theo 
Opinion, as our Adverſaries pretend 
did, that He was one with the Fate 
in Power, and was able to do all thing 
relating to Their Salvation, and to ti 
Government of Them, They cou'd nent 
hive been ſo offended at Him, as we fi 
They were. This was no more than 2 
of Them exſpected from the Meſa" 
And the enquiry was then, whether H 
„„ 


| . 
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ſe ie the Perſon or not. And therefore 

dea Offence muſt be taken for there be- 

more in the Anſwer, then They ex- 

cd, and cou'd digeſt, tho He ſhou d 

the Meſſiah; which was, that His be- 

One with the Father, which He af- 

nd of Himſelf, meant an Unity of 
aure and Subſtance, and not an Uniry i 

Power only. The former cou'd have 

n no Stumbling Block to Them, but 

e laſt was a great Rock of Offence. And 

They had underſtood Him, as only af- 

ning Himſelf to be One with the Fa- 

er in Power, or in ſome other Attri- 

tes; They wou'd not have form'd Their 

ccuſation in theſe Words; Thou being 

Man, makeſt thy Self Cod; for that im- 

ys being equal to God in Eſſence and 

rfections; but thus, Thou being a Man, 

teſt thy Self like to, or, as God, as in 

e Old Teſtament; i. e. Veſted in ſome 

ine Properties. And if our Bleſſed 

wiour had not really been, what They 

nderftood Him from His own aſſertion 

be; wou'd not He, who was unſpeak- - 

bly meek and lowly in Heart, have 

rated Their Opinion with Indignation 

nd Abhorrence? have declar'd the Extenr 

His Divinity, and ſhewn in what re- 

pect, He was One with the Father? But 

iltcad of diſcouraging Their Apprehen- 

on of His Deity, grounded upon His 
„ own 
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on Aſſertion concerning it, He procee 
to fix and eſtabliſh Them in it. IF TjÞnd: 
are Cail'd Gods, faies He, unto whom 
Mord of God came; why ſhou'd I whi 
' the Father hath ſandtify'd and ſent j 
the World, be thought to blaſpheme, | 
ſaying I am the Son of Had? This is th 
kind of Reaſoning, which is call'd : 
Argument from the leſs to the greatffi 
As if He had faid; If the great Judges 
© mong you are call'd Gods, becauſe Thi 
bear a faint Reſemblance of Divine EW 
ppire and Authority; how much rathi 
may I, who am the Natural and Co-eſſe 
© tial Son of God, be allow'd to ſtile my d 
His Son or abſolutely God? He does noth 
whom God, but whom the Father hat 
fandtify'd, as being His proper Father be 
fore He ſanCtify'd Him, by a Neceſſa 
Communication of His Subſtance. 


And He adds, believe, for the Works ſakt 
, that the Father is in me and I in Hin 
which is the is ſo much talk d ofby 
the Fathers, implying Their being {ut 

ſtantially in one another. And the Jeu 
fought again to take Him, for continuing 
to affirm Himſelf to be One with the Fa 
ther by an Unity of Nature: For this wag 
the Charge before. * Tertullian under 


* Quomodo dictum eſt, Ego & Pater Unum ſumus, ad Sub 
ftantiz Unitatem, non ad Numeri Singularitatem; Cap.? 


* 24 


' Adrerſus Prax. 


ſtand; 
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nds the Text in this Sehſe: As it is 
d, I and My Father are One; to Ex- 
oſs not the Singularity of Perſon, but the 
ty of Subſtance. And Novatian to the 
ne purpoſe &. . 


„of Chriſt's Conſubſtantiality with 
e Father, is in the 44% Chap. of St. Pauls 


Im, when ye knew not God, ye did ſervice 
1 them, which by Nature are no Gods. 
ic Apoſtle in this place expreſly charges 
ie Calatians; before their Converſion 
) Chriſtianity, with paying Divine Wor- 
bp, thro' 1gnorance, to thoſe, which 4y 
Laure or Eſſence are nd Gods. Now 
here is but one kind of Nature, which 
n poſſibly conſtitute the Divinity of a 
me God; and all other Natures muſt be 


tent by the Light of Reaſon. If we be 
mmanded then in Scripture, (as was 
roy d before) to honour and worſhip out 


'.citly are in this Text, to worſhip any, 
at by Nature are no Gods, He muſt by 


wth che Father: Becauſe there is none 
other Nature or Eſſence, by which a Be- 


„ 1 


— _— 


Cap. 13. 


The next Teſtimony, which I ſhall men- 


ziſtle to the Galatians; ver. 8. Howbeit 


ſentially different from it; This is evi- 


:viour, and yet forbidden, as we im- 


Jarure be God, and of the ſame Eſſence 


S — — 


b 
? 
1 
ö 

5 
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jw of Things, and ſometimes even Cu- 
lms only: As appears from the uſe of 
he fame Word, 1 Cor. 11. 14. Doth not 
ven Nature it {elf teach you, that if a 
togei Aan hath long Hair, it is a ſhame unta 


hin? And Rom. 2. 14. Do by Nature the 
lings contained in the Law; And Rom. 


have 1. 26. That which is againſt Nature; And 
ed HI Rom. 2. 27. Uncircumciſion which is by 


Nature; And Rom.11. 24. Which is wild 
Nature — And Epheſ. 2. 3. We were 
Nature the Children of Wrath: Not 
by our original Nature or Eſſence. And 
thus likewiſe in the preſent Paſlage ; 
Them which by their Nature, (that is, 
which in the Nature and Reaſon and 
Truth of Things) are no Gods ; have no 
Divine, no Inviſible Authority or Do- 


ninion over you, Cc. 


« Tl 1allow-that the word (vas) in the Scrip- 
dre Inſtances above, imports the Condi- 
ion and Capacities; the Circumſtances and 
Gualifications of Things; that is, that ſuch 
roperties and Operations and Effects are 
preeable to the preſent Frame and Con- | 
litution, Reaſon and Capacities of Things: | 
In all cheſe Caſes, the Subject acts, or is 
Ne teated, according to its preſent natural 
bowers and Inclinations; or, at leaſt, as 
Uſe and Cuſtom directs; which is 4 ſecond 
Nature. And theſe Properties, Opera- 
| | ä tions 
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tions and Effects, Theſe Powers and 1 
clinations are always in Proportion to t 
Nature, Extent and Capacity of the Sui. 
jet. As the Frame, Texture and Cy 
ſtitution of it may happen to alter; i 
Faculties and Operations. muſt change ( 
Courſe. But what Tendency has this 
to prove, that our Bleſſed Saviour's be 
ing God by Nature, may only imply H 
being God by Inviſible Authority and D. 
— T9. cc: 


In the Paſſages above, the Word, Ni 
ture, either denotes the preſent Frame 
Faculties or Appetites of Things; or re 
fers to outward Circumſtances and Cy 
ſtoms; which, as Motives and Principles 
may make ſuch and ſuch Actions, agree 
able or natural. 25 nd he 


But our Saviour's ne Authority ant 
Dominion over us, cannot conſtitute Hin 
God by Nature, in either of theſe Re. 
ſpects. Not, Firſt, As Nature ſignif: 
the Frame, Conſtitution or Powers of : 
Thing: Becauſe His Invi/ble Authorit 
and Dominion, is, by the Doctor's ov 
Acknowledgment, unlimited and infinite: 


But it is not agreeable or natural to the 
Frame, Conſtitution or Powers of! | 
Thing; that an unlimited and infinite At 0 
tribute ſhou'd' belong to a circumſeribs | 
|: an 
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nd finite Subject or Eſſence; as our Sa- 
ours muſt be, if He be not of the ſame 
ubſtance with the Father. For no other 


12e Sul . . . 
| CoWubſtance or Eſſence, is, or can be, infinite, 
r ; i herefore His Inviſible Authority and Do- 


union cannot intitle Him to the Character 


iy f God by Nature; as Nature — the 
rs ame, Conſtitution or Powers of a Thing: 
y Hor, Secondly, | 


For the ſame Reaſon, as it refers to 
utward Circumſtances and Cuſtoms. Out- 
ard Circumſtances and Cuſtoms always 
uppoſe a Fitneſs, Agreeableneſs or Pro- 
portion between the Subject and the Pro- 


or eHert the Sut 
Cu erties of the Thing, which they have ſome 
ipls Relation to; or elſe they can never make 
recs Actions, in any Caſe, agreeable or na- 


ual. But a limited Eſſence and infinite 
Attributes can never bear ſuch a Fitneſs 
end Proportion between themſelves, as 
utward Circumſtances and Cuſtoms re- 
uire, to make Actions agreeable or na- 
rife ral. Therefore our Saviour's Inviſible 
authority and Dominion over us, cannot 
dire Him a Title to the Character of God 
Nature; as that Word refers to outward 
Circumſtances and Cuſtoms. ; 


f In a word; there is no Parity of Rea- 
At. Ibn between thoſe Scripture-Inſtances the 
ib Doctor has produc'd, and the Subject, he 

= on 


agreeable or natural, with regard to th 


of the ſame Thing: But beſides all this; 


PTT 
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wou'd illuſtrate and prove by them. ] 
the former, there is always ſomething 


Frame and Conſtitution and Properties 
Things; but in the latter, there is an in 
finite Diſagreeableneſs and Diſproportiar 
in relation to the Eſſence and Attribute 


have prov'd elſewhere, that a limited E 
ſence and infinite Attributes are abſolute 
incompatible. 


I ͤpaſs on now to the 24 Chap. of 8 
Paul's Epiſtle to the Philippians, and t 
6 and 7 Verſes: i (Chriſt Jeſus) & 
ing in the Form of God, thought it not Ri 
bery to be Equal with God: But mu 
Himſelf of no Reputation, and took wail. 
Him the Form of a Servant, and was mu 
in the likeneſs of Men. The Apoſtle, 
this place, recommends the Glorious Ve 
tue of Condeſcenſion and Humility int 
Bright and Perfect Pattern of it, 7 
Chriſt: Who being in the Form of God, ( 
really and abſolutely God, did not thu 
it an Injury to the Divine Nature and Pe 
fections, to lay in a claim to an Equalit 
with His Father; or according to anothi 
Interpretation, did not aſſume to be Equi 
or Like to God, but emptied Himſelf, an 
condeſcended to have His Divinity val 
in frail and mortal Fleſh. 1 


.... 


ning really and abſolutely God, is plain, 


wm. Secondly, From the Nature of St. 
Paul's Argumentation. 


Firſt, From the Signification of the Term; 
on: Form is a Logical Term, and de- 


Thing is chat particular Being, which it 


he Nature of the moſt Exalted Created 
Wings, is the Form or Eſſence, which di- 
W'nguiſhes them from others. So in Re- 


herefore can no more be in the. Form of 


be, what it really is not. 


And that St. Paul us'd this Term, in its 
W\\:tural Senſe, with regard to our Saviour, 
W-ppears, Secondly, From the Oppoſition 
lis being in the Form of God, bears to 
His being in the Form of a Servant: The 


Thi atter confeſſedly ſignifies His appearing 


That, being in the Form of God implies 


iy, From the Signification of the Term, 


. 


notes the Internal Cauſe, by which a 
ruly is: As the Human Soul 1s the Form 


of a Man; and that particular kind of 
material Subſtance, which conſtitutes 


tion to God; that peculiar kind of Spi- 


| tual Subſtance, which conſtitutes His 
1. eure, is His Form or Eſſence, and di- 
'Ve nguiſhes Him from all others. A Being 


0d (taking that Term in its proper Sig- 
nication) without partaking of the Di- 
ine Eſſence, than it can be juſtly ſaid to 
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in Human Nature; and why the forme: 


Subject, or the Context require it: By 


quire it: St. Paul is here exhorting th: 


lity; and ſets before them the Example 


ſhou'd not mean His Being in the Nature 
and Eſſence of God, no Reaſon can be 
aſlign'd. We are never to depart from the 
proper Signification of Words in the 
Conſtruction, except the Nature of the 


the Nature of the Subje& cannot requir 
it here; unleſs it can be prov'd, (which ne 
ver has been done) that it is naturally In 
poſſible for our Saviour to be ſo in the 
Form of God, as to be eſſentially God 
And, tis plain the context does not r. 


Philippians to Condeſcenſion and Huni 


Chriſt; who being in the Form of God, fat 
our Sakes, took upon Him the Form of i 
Servant, Now if He be abſolutely God, 
this is an Extraordinary Motive to thi 
Practice of thoſe Graces and Vertues 
which He aſſum'd our Nature to perforn 
and recommend; becauſe He being Inf 
nitely Happy, cou'd have no proſpect o 
receiving any Acceſſions of Bliſs and Hap- 
pineſs in His Divine Nature, by a Reward 
of His Labours and Miſeries; and there 
fore the Riches of His own Goodneſs and 
Compaſlion muſt prevail with Him, with- 
out any other Conſideration, . to under 
take them. N - 


But 
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But if He be inferiour to the Father in 
Nature and Subſtance, the weight of the 
Perſwaſive is prodigiouſly leſſen d, and its 
Efficacy abated: For then the Proſpect of 
iting at God's right Hand, of being Ga- 
vernour and Judge of the World; & c. might 
powerfully move Him to take our Nature 
won Him: And conſequently not His 
Humility and Condeſcenſion; but the Love, 
and Goodneſs, and Compaſlion of the 
Father, is to be admir'd and magnified 
by us. 


Farther; if the Expreſſion; oc dra ſ- 
par α˙ꝰ 79 Ci ion Oed, be well interpreted. 
He thought it no Robbery to be equal with 
bod; tis a clear Teſtimony of the Truth 
ve are upon: For if He be not of the 
ame Eſſence and Perfections with the Fa- 
ther, it muſt have been the greateſt Indig- 
nity and Injury to His Character, and the 
ligheſt Preſumption and Arrogance in 
Him, to pretend to an Equality with God. 
This Interpretation is ſupported with the 
Iuthority of „Clement of Alexandria, and 

of F Origen, 


1 And if the other Conſtruction be ad- 
vith- ted, did not aſſume to be Equal (or like) 
de. Cod, what will our Adverſaries gain by 


7 


ht. 


 *Admonit, ad Gent. F. 7. + Tom. I. P. 357. & 274. 
But LR = x6 
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it? For then it will mean, that tho' our Sa. 
viour was in the Form of God, or trulj 

and properly God, He did not however 
affect appearing upon Earth, in the Pom 
and Splendour of the Deity; but was willing 
for our Good, to have His Divinity con 

ceal'd under the vail of our Fleſh, 20 


But if He be not truly and properly 
God, how abſurd was it in the Apoſtle 
to tell the Philippians, as an Argument of 
Meekneſs and Humility, that Feſus Chrif 
whom they ought to imitate, did not a 
ſume to be equal to God, and to appea 
among us, in ihe Pomp and Splendour 0 
the Divine Nature, when He had nc 
Pretenſions to an Equality with God. 


The laſt paſſage of Scripture I ſhall ex 
amine, upon this Occaſion, is in the 51 
Chapter of the 1/7 Epiſtle of St. John. ver 
th. For there are Three that bear Mitneſ. 
in Heaven, The Father, the Word, and tht 
Holy Ghoſt; and theſe Three are One. The 
' Moſt Natural Interpretation of this place 

is, that zZheſe Three are One by an Unit 
of Eſſence: And then *tis a direct proot 
of Chriſt's Conſubſtantiality with the Fa 
ther: And the Context ſeems to require 
this Conſtruction. They are mention“ 
here as Three in Heaven, giving Teſtimo ) — 
ny to the Divine Miſſion of Chriſt, in op 
poſition to the Three in Earth, the — the , 
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r Sa. Jie Mater, and the Blood, bearing Witneſs 
trulyſſo the ſame Truth. The Teſtimony of 
vere Three in Earth is calld, in the next 
 ompfierſe, the Witneſs of Men; and the Teſti- 
ling Nnony of the Three in Heaven, is call'd the 
Witneſs of God. Now the Teſtimony of 
Wie Three in Earth is jointly call'd the Mit- 
xs of Men; becauſe three Men (for ſo 
be Spirit, the Water and the Blood, may 
e eaſily provd to mean) of the ſame Na- 
ure and Eſſence concur in it. And, with 
vhat propriety, can the Teſtimony of the 
Three in Heaven, be ſaid to be jointly the 
Witneſs of God, except They be the ſame 
bod by an Unity of Subſtance. The Te- 
limony of the Three in Heaven, is declar' d, 
pintly taken, to be the Witneſs of Gad; but 
the Word and the Holy Ghoſt be not as 
ruly and properly God, as the Father is, that 
Threefold Teſtimony cannot be the Witneſs 
f God only, but of ſome other Beings with 
Him: And then St. Jobn's Argument is 
Wille, and this Compariſon with the Three 
n Earth Groundleſs and Ridiculous. So 
iti tat ſuppoſing, by theſe Three are One, 
e meant One in Teſtimony, as our Ad- 
rrfaries contend; 'tis ſtill a clear demon- 
rMlration of the Article we are upon: Be- 
auſe they cannot be One in Teſtimony, 


— — — 
„ 


* The Spirit, He that has extraordinary Gifts of the Spirit; 
le Water, He that is baptiz'd ; -the Blood, He that is a Martyr. 
H 4 — 
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in any tolerable Senſe, according to th the 
Context, without being One likewiſe bY Th 
an Unity of Nature and Eſſence. 


I am ſenſible the Authority of this Tex 
is very much diſputed; tis entirely reje 
Ceed by ſome Learned Men; and declare 
dubious by ſome others; amongſt who 
our Author may be reckon'd. But if The 
wou d Impartially conſider the Reaſons yi 
bring for its being Genuine, They wou' 
ſcarce entertain ſuch hard Opinions of it. 


Firſt, 'Tis agreeable to St. John's Do 
atrine elſewhere, both, as to the Father anc 
Son, at leaſt, being One; I and my Fathr 
gre One, as was noted above; and, as tc 
the Teſtimony, which the Three in Hu 
ven, give to Chriſt: I am One, ſaies out 


Saviour, * who bear Witneſs of M- elf in 
and the Father, that ſent Me, bear Sc 
Witneſs of Me; and F He, ſpeaking af the co 

Holy Ghoſt, hall reftsfy * — ' oo 

Thus it appears, that both Branches of 
the Controverted Text, in this Epiſtle, ate f 


agreeable to the Apoſtle's Doctrine in His 
Goſpel. Why then ſhou'd we refuſe to y 


ſubſcribe to its Authorit © 
* Secondly, If this verſe be not Genuine, A 
| x4 3 „* %%b O | 0 3 ROY Es 5 m 
eg St. John's Goſpel Chap. 8. Verf. 18. + Chap. 15. Ver. — if 

x . 5 | > 5 | 5 5 5 : SE g 5 5 ; t e 
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> th the Context is maim'd and incompleate. 
ſe bY This is Evident, from the compariſon 
I juſt now ſpoken of, between the Witneſſes 
in Heaven and in Earth; and if this Text 
belong not to the Epiſtle, there is no 
Mention of God the Father's bearing Wit- 
neſs to Chriſt; which however is refer'd 


to in the 97h verſe. 

For theſe and other Reaſons, that may 
be given, the greater part of the Ortho- 
dox in the Article of the Trinity, think 
Themſelves oblig d to acknowledge the 
Authority of this Text. But ſay our Ad- 
yerfaries , if it be Genuine; why was it 
not Extant in all, or moſt of, the Primitive 
Copies, and generally quoted againſt the 
Arians, when there was ſo —_—_ need of 
it? To this it may be anſwer'd, that it was 
in ſome of the Primitive Records of Holy 
Scripture : St. Cyprian plainly refers to it, 
the concerning the Unity of the Church: It 

ss written, ſaies He, of the Father, Son 
od and ro Ghoſt; andiheſe Three are One: 

which Words together are not in any o- 
Hu cher part of the inſpir'd Writings; and 

* therefore He muſt undoubtedly mean this 
Verſe. And Tis by a great Many Learned 
Men thought to be refer d to by Tertullian. 
ine, And 'tis very obvious to conceive, that it 
— night be omitted by a Negligent Tran- 
2 ſcriber: For the Words, Tyes eon ol paphu- 
J * pByles 
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piles, are at the beginning of both Verſes, 
7. and 8th and, % don, at the Concluſion: 
So that one of the firſt Tranſcribers caſt. 
ing a careleſs and haſty Eye upon the place, 
_ confounded the Verſes, and took but one 
of them; and many other Manuſcriptsbe. 
ing taken either immediately, or mediate. 
ly, from that Corrupt Copy, the Error 
was eaſily and Crabs. mopogacd, 5 


From theſe Places of Scripture, my thinks, 
tis plain that our Bleſſed Saviour is Con. 
ſubſtantial with His Father: There being 
either ſuch an Unity aſſerted between 

Them, as can denote nothing leſs than an 
Unity of Nature and Eſſence; or ſuch a 
Divinity aſcrib'd to Him, as beſpeaks Him 
either a Diſtin&t and Independent Being 
from the Father, or His Natural and Co- 
eſſential Son : But That having been for- 
merly prov'd Impoſſible, this muſt be true. 


There might be many more Texts pro- 
duc'd to the ſame purpoſe; but let theſe 
ſuffice. I ſhall only enquire a little far- 
ther, what the Primitive Fathers ſay upon 
this Head, and then diſmiſs it. Ir has 
been confidently aſſerted that the Term, 
"Owens, Conſubſtantial, was not us d by 
the Fathers of the three firſt Centuries, 
but introduced by the Council of Nice, 


25 Years after that Period. | 
| tant 


: 
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But Euſebius in his Epiſtle to the Cæ- 
grians, concerning the Nicene Faith, ex- 
ant in * Hocrates, ſaies, we know many 
the Ancients, Learned and Famous Bi- 
hops and Writers, who diſcourſing of 
he Divinity of the Father and Son, us d 
the Word, Owens, Many Monuments 
of Antiquity are long ſince loſt, which 
Eyſebius was well acquainted with. He 
aurſt not have refer d to any Authorities 
inks, Min defence of this Matter, if They were 


Jon. Miot to be found; becauſe his Enemies 
eing cou d eaſily have diſcover'd the Impoſture. 
veen N Dionyſius of Alexandria, Origen's Diſciple, 
n an Nrho flouriſh'd in the middle of the Third 
cha ¶ Century, in his Epiſtle to Dionyſius of 
Hin Rome, as tis recorded by ＋ Athanaſius, 
eing lies, that Chriſt is "O08015 7 Oed, Conſub. 
Co- ſantial with God. And Athanaſius ex- 
for- Mpreſly declares, that That Term, as us'd 
rue, n the Nicene Creed, was approv'd by the 

Teſtimony of the Ancient Biſhops: And 
pro- his Adverſaries never prov'd the contrary. 
ele 


Tertullian againſt Praxeas ſaies, that 
the Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt are U- 
has nus Subſtantiæ: Now for theſe Three to 
be Unius Subſtantiæ, muſt import the ſame, 
by Y ® their being Owesna. In the ſame Book, 

J and the Father are one, is to be un- 


es 

ce mh . 2ͤ Os 
Eccleſ. Hiſt, Eib. 1. Cap. 8. + Tom. 1. P. 918. K P. 328. 

nt 1 8 


derſt ood, | 
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derſtood, ſaies he, of an Unity of Subſtancl 
not of 4 Singularity of Number; and il 
Father and the Jon are Individual, ay 
Inſeparable, meaning in Their Eſſencelif 
with much more to the fame purpoſiif, 
And all this too, when he was writing 
_ againſt Praxeas, who affirm'd the FatheW 
and the Son to be the ſame Perſon; whicif 
by the By, (as was obſerv'd formerly) ſheys 
the great Opinion, hat Heretick, and the 
_ /Sabellians afterwards, had of our Saviour' 
Divinity: Becauſe they look'd upon Hin 
to be the very ſame Perſon with the Su 
reme and Un- originated God. But wha 
f wou'd obſerve here is this; tho' Tertul 
ans main buſineſs was to prove a Diſtin. 
_ Ction of Perſons in the Deity ; yet he takes 
care, all along, to aſſert and prove an C. 
nity of Eſſence or Subſtance. And if ve 
o higher we ſhall find the ſame maintain 

in other Words. 


* 7uſtin in his Diſpute with Trypbu MW" 
ber? of the Mode of the Son's Ge 0 
neration, faies, that He was begotten ; 
by the Father, not by abſciſſion, as if the. 
Father's Eſſence were divided, but as Fir 
ic producd by Fire, without any Diminu- 
|  710n of the Subſtance. Without examin- 

ing the propriety of the Similitude, or 
the Soundneſs of the Philoſophy ; This « 

5 £ ES 2 3 Oe TEINS a Pa 
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Kane certain, that the Bleſſed Martyr aſſerts 
hriſt's Conſubſtantiality with the Father: 
e declares by the Compariſon, that They 


Fire: And likewiſe that They are in- 
rely One, and Individual in Eſſence; 
hecauſe that Generation was not by Ab- 
ſion or Diviſion. This and more Simi- 


s Tatian, Athenagoras, Dionyſius of Ale- 
randria, &c. uſe upon this occaſion; as 4 
Rey from the Sun, a River from the Foun- 
ain, &c. which clearly ſhews, that they 
naintain d Chriſt to be of the ſame Sub- 


are too, to aſſert an abſolute Unity of 
kſſence between Them. | 


I ſhall cite but one Paſſage out of Tre- 


Order, and nothing is Unmeaſur d with 
Him, becauſe tis not Uncompounded. And 
the le ſaid well, who affirmd, that the Un- 
Fire eaſurable Father Himſelf is meaſur'd in 
the Son; for the Son is the Meaſure of the 
lin- Hather, becauſe He contains Him. Now 


— 


8 Omnia Menſura & Ordine Deus facit, & nihil non men- 
his lum apud Eum, quoniam nec incompoſitum, & benè qui dixit, 
—pſum immenſum Patrem in Filio menſuratum. Menſura enim 
Patris Filius, quoniam &-capit Eum. Lis, 4. Cap. 8. 


18 tis 


ne of the ſame Subſtance; the Son being 
gotten of the Father's Eſſence, as Fire 


tudes of the ſame import, other Fathers, 


tance with the Father; and they took 


deus, tho' there are many upon this Sub- 
ect: * God made all things in Meaſure and 


the Father, and to contain and compre 


two Paſlages, not to mention any more, 


110 A Vindication of our Bleſſed 
tis impoſſible for the Son to be Equal and 
Commenſurate to the Infinite Extent of 


hend Him, unleſs He be of the ſame Na” 
ture and Subſtance, and Co- extended, with" 
Him. Were He any thing leſs than In 
finite in His Eſſence, He cou'd no mor 
Meaſure, as Irenæus expreſſes it, and con 
prehend the Father, than the Smalleſt Veſ 
ſel is able to contain all the Water of the 
Ocean: But He cannot be Infinite in His 
Eſſence, without being of the ſame with 
the Father. St. Clement of Alexandria 
with whoſe Teſtimony I ſhall conclude 
this Head, fays, * The Divine Logos, 
who is moſt evidently the true God; i 
Equal to the Lord of all things: Becauſe 
He is His Son, and the Word was in Cod 
And not long after, + God hates nothing | 
neither does His Word; for They are Bolb P 
One, that is, God. It appears from theſe 


that St. Clement did eſteem our Saviour to 
be Conſubſtantial with His Father. He 
declares Him to be the true God, and Equal 
to the Lord of the Uni verſe; for this Res- 
ſon, becanſe He is His Son, and the Mord ; 


—— — 4 ——_———_ * — 


— 


* 0 Hess A/ , 6 Prereeel mm; ανννν Occ, 6 Ted fromory ? 

Jaws thin is, on 1» us cr, x; 6 ny ©» ty ov 7 954, p. C8. \ 
+ Od, de irre Ts Oi, a 80 wad & Ayu S 
was 


Saviour o Divinity, &c. 111 


t all, unleſs he means that He is His Son 
y a Compleat Communication of the Di- 


2 Ne ne Nature: None other ſort of Sonſhip 
vit being proper to be alledg'd as a Founda- 
n In. ion of true Deity, and of an 1 
mor! ich be Lord of all things. And he af- 
con ims, that zhe Word can hate nothing, be- 
| ruſe He is one with God; which muſt be 
T the underſtood of an Unity of Nature; for it 
a H annot be certainly affirm d of any Na- 
ure, but that, which is really Divine, that 
4% Ii is abſolutely and 1 exempted 
cludd e from bad Paſſions. And the Holy Father 
9; Mills us, that he means an Unity of Na- 
'S ure: For when he had ſaid, They are Both 
cauſe One, he thus explains himſelf, that is, God; 
Cet he ſhou'd be underſtood of an Unity 
TT In Will only, or in ſome other Divine Pro- 
30% perties. | 
_— I have now done with this Branch of 
r roll fourth Section: When I have gone 
thro the others; I deſign to lay the moſt 
% Vaterial Objections together, and give 
! on them as good an Anſwer, as I can. I now 
ord proceed to prove Chriſt's Co-eternity with 
the Father. — 


4 If it appear, from what has been ſaid 
6s. upon the former Head, that Chriſt is Con- 
ſubſtantial with the Father; I need not 


Was be 


2s in God: For this cou'd be no Re 
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Son, muſt imply, that the Divine Nature 


ſence of the Other; and upon that ac- 


it; a Temporal Communication of Ef. 


Change or : Alteration, than That can: 
They neceſſarily imply and infer one ano-M 


the ſame Nature and Eſſence with the Fa- 
ther, He muſt have Co-exiſted with Him 


112 A Vindication of oun-Bleſſed 
be at much Pains to prove His Co. eter-· No 
nity with Him; The One being a Neceſ. 
fary Conſequence of the Other. It can- 
not be deny'd, that the Divine Nature is 
abſolutely incapable of any Change 6 
Alteration; but a Temporal Communic. 
tion of God'the Father's Subſtance to the 


is capable of Change and Alteration. Fot 
tho' the Eſſence of the One, be the EC 


count, perhaps, it may be thought by 
ſome to undergo no Alreration, if it 
were Communicated in Time ; yet fince 
the Father and the Son have Diſtinct Per- 
ſonal Properties, founded upon that Com- 
mon Eſſence, and neceſſarily flowing from 


ſence, muſt certainly infer a Change in 
the Divine Properties; becauſe it implies 
ſuch a Communication of Them, as makes 
Them become in Time Numerically di- 
fſtinfF. But the Divine Properties being Wii 
Neceſſary and Eſſential to the Divine Sub- . 
ſtance, they can no more undergo any 


ther. Therefore being our Saviour, is off 


from Eternity; and muſt enjoy all the. 


Fulneſs of the Godhead, by a compleat . 


Com- 
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Communication of the Divine Perfecti- 
ons. * 4 vp 


re 15 As to His Eternity, which Ipromis'd to 
peak ſomething to; I ſhall infiſt but upon 
wo or three Paſſages of Holy Scriptures 
n proof of it. He is ſtil'd, in he Old 
ſefament, the Everlaſting Father; and. 
His Throne is declar d to be for ever and 
wer, &c. Expreſſions, one wou'd think, 
(noting a true and abſolute Eternity. 
. John, in his Entrance upon his Goſpel, 
s, In the beginning was the Word —. 
tnd all things were made by Him, and 
vithout Him was not any thing made, that 
ws made. In the beginning is a Common 
lbraiſm to Expreſs Eternity: Thus Solo- 
deſcribes the Eternity of Wiſdom: 
'The Lord poſſeſſed me in the Beginning of 
is way, before His works of old: I was \. 
t up from Everlaſting, from the Beginning, 
eber the Earth was, &c. Where tis 
lain; that in the Beginning is Equivalent 
mth, from Everlaſting, and denotes the 
ternal Exiſtence of that Divine Attri- 
ute, To be ſaid, in Scripture, to be be- 
re the Creation of the World, implies 

n Eternity of Exiſtence: As in the 9015 


Fam. Moſes ſpeaking of God, ſays, 
= before the Mountains were brought forth; 


— — ·*ö;Ü˙˖ðZ 
— man 


* Prov. 8. 27, 23. 
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or ever thou hadſt form d the Earth and the 
ing, Thou art God. 


derſtood to mean the Exiſtence of the 
Mord, from Everlaſting, when he ſays, He 


made. Now our Saviour muſt either ſome 


- exiſtent Subſtance, or by Creation out c 


that no Subſtance has exiſted from Etet 


—— — 
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World: even from Everlaſting to Everlaſt- 


Which Mode of ff peaking the Primitive 
Fathers often uſe, in Relation to our Sa- 
viour: St. John then may very well be un- 


was in the Beginning: And that he does 
mean ſo, appears from the 34 Verſe, 4 
things were made by Him, and without 
Him was not any thing made, that wa 


time have had a Beginning, or have ex 
iſted from Eternity: No Medium can po 
ſibly be conceiv'd. If He has exiſted fron 
Eternity, the Diſpute is ended in favou 
of the Orthodox. If He ſometime had 
Beginning, it muſt be either out of Pre 


nothing, If out of Pre-exiſtent Subſtance 
it muſt be either out of the Divine, or o 
of ſome other, that had exiſted from Etei 
nity. I have prov d already, that it cou 
not be in Time, out of the Divine Sub 
ſtance; and our Adverſaries will gran 


nity, but the Divine. Therefore, if 


were any time made, or had a Beginnin 
it muſt be by Creation out of nothing 
which is directly contrary to this Tc 


Saviour s Divinity, c. 115 
of St. John; where tis expreſly aſſerted, 
d the ¶ hat all things were made by Him, and that 
rlaſt· ¶ aithout Him was not any thing made » 
that was made. If Chriſt Created all 
.. chings, that were ever produc'd into Be- 
utc ; it wou'd imply a Contradiction, that 
r Sz je ſhou'd be in the Rank and Number of 
c un. created Beings. When we fay all things 
d theſſ ne Created by Him, zt is manifeſt, that 
8, He He is excepted, who did create them, 


doc zut if Chriſt be not in the Order and 
„Number of Created Beings, He muſt have 
** Wl cxiſted in the Divine Eſſence from Eter- 


tity; and have ſo exiſted too, by @ Per- 
ome 6e Subſiſtence, as appears from theſe 
c cx Words: For if He had once been in the 
poi Divine Nature and Eſſence, without ſuch 
Tron , diſtin? Perſonal Subſiſtence, as we are 
ou :ſur'd He has now: Whenever He had 
nad the Divine Nature and Eſſence deriv'd and 
Fr communicated to Him, /o as to conſtitute 
ut ON  D:/tint# Perſon, He might properly be 
an aid to be made, with regard to that Di- 
fin Perſonality. | _ 


ro 
Etet # | 7 
The Bodies of Adam and Eve may 
juſtly be ſaid to be made or created, tho 


* 
" * # 


cou 
Sub 


Zar! it was out of Pre-. exiſtent · Materials, of 
5 "MW the ſame Nature, differently modified. 
1 And if Chriſt had His Diſtinct Perſona- 
bin lity deriv'd and communicated to Him in 


To time, from the Divine Nature and Eſſence, 
| = He 
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fiſtence to a Temporal Act of His Father's 


verſaries will not ſay. Therefore ſince He 


ſiſtence in it from Eternity. As to His 


—̃ <QLDLTIDES 


He may, upon that Account, be declarg, 
without Blaſphemy, to bea made or created 


Being: Becauſe in deriving or communi. hpi 


cating the Divine Subſtance ſo in Time, 
as to produce 4i/t:ni# Perſons in it; there 
muſt be ſuch a different Modification of 
it, as will intitle the Perſons produc'd, in 
that Manner, to the Character of being 
made or created. If then, upon the whole; 
Chriſt owe His Diftin&? Perſonal Sub. 


Power and Will, whether it were pro- 
duc'd out of the Divine Subſtance, or out 
of nothing, it matters not, St. John is in 
the wrong for affirming, that all things 
were made by Him, and that without Hm 
was not any thing made, that was matt: 
Becauſe according to either of thoſe Do- 
ctrines, He muſt Himſelf have been firſt 
made, and conſequently ſomething was 
made without Him; unleſs He can be ſup. 
posd to make Himſelf; which our Ad- 


cou d not be made in Time, out of no- 
thing, nor out of the Divine Eſſence; He 
muſt have had 4 diſtinet Perſonal Sub- 


being call'd in Scripture the Firſt Born of 
_ Creature, I ſhall conſider it here- 
after. 9 5 


He 


d Saviour e Divinity, c. 117 
ed He is ſtil'd in the firſt Chapter of the 
ni-Moiſtle to the Hebrews. Verſe 3. The Brigbt- 
ws of the Almighty's Glory. . As Wiſdom 
s deſcrib'd by Solomon, ; The Brightneſs. 
the Everlaſting Light, the Unſpotted 
lirror of the Power of God. But how 
n He be the Brightneſs or Reſplendency 
that Everlaſting Fountain of Light and 
ry, except He be Eternal? To come 
ith as Light or Brightneſs from Him, 
{whoſe Eſſence it is to be the Sourſe and 
riginal of it, muſt imply, that the Being 


in y coming forth, is of the ſame Duration, 
ns Wt, preſent, and to come, with Him, 
— boſe Light or Brightneſs He is. 

ae: | | | 5 
Do- lf Chriſt then, in His Perſonal Cha- 


Aer, be an Eradiation from God the 


was her, the Eternal Fountain of Light and 
up- Wir), He muſt be Co- eternal with Him, 
Ad- Wt ſame Teſterday, to Day and for Ever. 
He Ne cou'd never indeed, by the Powers 


f Reaſon, have diſcover'd the Neceſlity 
there being an Eradiation, under a Per- 
Diſtinction, from the Divine Glory; 
it ſince Chriſt's Perſonal Subſiſtence, is 
eal'd in Scripture to be an Eradiation 
ere · ¶ the Almighty's Glory; Reaſon declares 
the Eternity of His Exiſtence: Becauſe 
e Original, whence. He derives His Be- 


Wild. Solomon, Chap. 7. Verſe 26. | i 
= 4 2 1 4 


3 | 1ng 
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ing immediately and neceſſarily, is E 
ternal. | On 


He is, ſeveral times, in the Revelatio 
of St. John, deſcrib'd by the Title « 


Alpha and Omega, without the leaſt R 

ſtriction or Limitation, without aſfigninf { 
any particular, in which He is the Fic 

and the Laſt: But tis well known, thi D 

God the Father deſcribes His own Being 

by the ſame Title and Character, and gin 

it a moſt Emphatical Diſtinction from n 

others: Chriſt therefore having revea'WM h 


Himſelf Solemnly and Frequently unc th 
the ſame diſtinguiſhing Name and Cin 
racter, has thereby declard Himſelf to 
the ſame Eternal Being in Nature 2. 
Eſſence, with the Father. P, 


Nothing, (as was obſerv'd before) ſhouyM D 
inquce us to depart from the Obvious ai «+ 
uſual ſenſe of words in their Conſtructio Ft 
but the Nature of the Context, or an i Be 
poſſibility that che thing ſhou'd be tri fo 
according to the Natural Interpretation M n0 
them. But it will eaſily appear to any on or 
that without Prejudice conſiders the Flac; be 
where Chriſt ſtiles Himſelf, Alpha a my 
Omega, the Beginning and End, the Fi fro 
and the Laſt, that the Nature of the Co be 
text, by no means, requires a Departuſſ pro 


from the known and uſual Significacion 
nw * ; 
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the Terms; for He aſſumes to Himſelf 


is E this Title and Character, in the ſame Em- 
phatical Manner, as God the Father elſe- 
where does; and there is not the leaſt In- 
latio tmation given, that it ſhou'd be reſtrain d 
tle Win its Acceptation. And it has never been 
ſt Raf prov'd impoſſible for Him to be of the 
gninf ame Duration with the Father, by a Ne- 
Fin eſſary and Eternal Communication of the 
, thi Divine Subſtance. 
Zeing tHe | — | 
give 1 ſhall ſay no more upon this part of 
m ny Subject from Scripture; bur make a 


hort enquiry, what was the Doctrine of 
the Firſt and Pureſt Ages of the Church 
n this Matter. 


St. Inatius ſtiles Him, in his Epiſtle to 
Polycarp , b nięlxæipos, d Apo above Time, 
HY without Time. But if Chriſt, in His paſt 
nou Duration, be not limited to Time, but is 
s aß «ove, and before all, Time, He muſt be 
to Eternal. For had He been produc'd into 
n i Being, ever ſo many Millions of Ages be- 
cru fore the Creation of the World, He cou'd 
on OF not properly have been ſaid to be above, 
ol or without Time. Whenever He cou'd 
ac be ſuppos'd to Commence Exiſtence, Time | 
A muſt have a Beginning at leaſt; becauſe 2 
li from thence a Succeſſive Duration might 
Col be computed; and conſequently the Being 
produc d cou'd not be above, or without 
14 Time; 
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bs 
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Time, for Time muſt begin with it at Nit 
leaſt. But farther ; there is no Medium be. Ys 
tweena Temporal and an Eternal Duration; Mr: 
and whatever Being has not, in a ſtrict I. 

and / proper ſenſe, exiſted from Eternity, II 

muſt have had a Beginning within Time; Wt 

1 and there muſt be an Eternal Duration 

| paſt and gone before its Exiſtence: And 
therefore fix upon what Period you will, MW" 
ever ſo far back, for its Production, and 
you may reckon as many Ages as you pleaſc 

to precede it; which gives us a clear Notion 
of Time before the ſuppos'd Production 
of that Being. So that Ignatius had talk'd 
very abſurdly, if He had not meant, that 
our Saviour was ſtrictly and properly Eter- 
nal, when He ſtil'd Him, bh pes, Apa 


In His Epiſtle to the Magneſians, he 
expreſly declares that : Chriſt is Eternal. 
Who is His (God's) Eternal Word, not 
. proceeding from ſilence. The Bleſſed Martyr 
very probably levels This, againſt the Ce- 
rinthian Gnoſticks, who maintain'd that 
our Saviour was not Eternal; but that 
after ſilence, He was brought into Being: 
i. e. That after a Duration, in which God 
the Father was alone, the Word was pro- 
ducd. But in his Opinion, as he expreſly 
declares, the Word, which he calls 809, 
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it at the Subſtantial Word, did not proceed from 
2 be. Hence, or was not produc'd after a Du- 
tion; Mration, in which God the Father was alone: 
ſtrict N And therefore the Eternity he aſcribes to 
-niry, I Him, muſt be a Strict and proper Eterni- 
me; Ii; elſe there muſt have been Silence or 
ation Duration, in which God the Father was 
And N ilone; and after which, the Lagos com- 


will, ncnc'd Exiſtence. | 

leaſe Juſtin aſſerts in his Dialogue with Try- 
tion o, that the Perſon who appear'd to Moſes 
tion In the Buſh, was the Son of God, and 
1k'd nentions His Stiling Himſelf; E) ei- 
chat % ,. J am, He that exiſts. But if Chriſt 
ter- las ſuch an Eminence, or compleat Degree, 
an of Exiſtence, that He can juſtly aſſume 
35 the Title of, I am He, that exiſis, or, of 

le exiſtent Being, He muſt be Neceſſary, 
and Conſequently Eternal, in Exiſtence. 
And toward the End of his Epiſtle to Di- 
wnetus, he expreſly ſaies, He is alwaies 
Exiſtent, d O det.. 1 


Irenæus ſpeaking of the Infinite Diſtance 
between the Creator and the Creatures, 
30d fies, that he One is unmade, without Be- 
ro- Wl ginning and End, All-Sufficient, &c. And 
fly ¶ at the others were made, had a Beginning, 
Jr, ere Dependent and Hhable to Diſſolution. 
— hut at the ſame Time he declares, that 
Chriſt is the Maker or Creator of all things; 

| „ 
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and that the Father and He had a Juſt 
Title to be calld God, and only Lord. * 
Therefore if Chriſt be, in the Opinion of 
this Father, (Inmade without Beginning and 
End, &c. He muſt undoubtedly, be under 
ſtood by him to be from Eternity. And The 
Holy Martyr, has this remarkable Paſlage. 
T For thou art not unmade, O Man; neithe 
aidſt thou always coexiſt with the Father 
as His own Word (or Son) did. But the 
Father and Son cou'd not alway be Cc 
exiſtent without being Coeternal. 


That Clement of Alexandria maintaind 
the Eternity of Chriſt's Exiſtence 1s plai 
from theſe two Paſſages. J Therefore th: 
Word is calld Alpha and Omega, the Eu 
of Whom alone becomes the Beginning, an 
who again terminates in that which is from 
above, the Beginning; No where admiting 
of Diſtance. The meaning of which place 
is This: The Word has really no Be- 
ginning of Days, or End of Life; but 
* has exiſted from, and will be to, Eternity, 
| without any Succeſſive Duration. He 
ſtiles Him, o Ap, Y arappos,without Tin 


r 


* Lib. 3. Cap. 8. | | 
| + Non enim inſectus es, O Homo, neque ſemper coexiſt 
bas Deo, ficut proprium ejus Verbum. Lib. 2. | 
J Al 7356 A g Q A, tignrar & wirs T3 TG» df 
wer, © nab i The dia ap, gems A/grm 
Awewr. Lib. 4. Strom. ; 
5 and 
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| 7 0 and without Beginning, *which He can be 
O conceiv'd to be no otherwiſe than by be- 


ion off 
ing Eternal. 


74 ang 
nder 


1 The Origen, as he is quoted by Athanaſius, 
ſage diſputes with indignation againſt thoſe, 


who ſaid there was a Time, when Chriſt 
was not, and aſcrib'd a Beginning to Him; 
and declares, tis dangerous to deprive 
God, as much as in us lies, of His only 
Begotten Word, which always exiſted 
with Him; even as dangerous, as to de- 
ſpoil Him of Wiſdom or Reaſon, or Life: 
So that, according to Orzgen, we may as 
well deny the Eſſential Properties of God, 
as the Co-exiſtence of the Son, to be 
from Eternity. Some Learn'd Men indeed 
have queſtion'd the ſincerity of Athana- 
ſius, in quoting Origen after this Manner; 
becauſe, ſay they, tis done with an Eye 
to the Doctrine of the Arians, Þ there 
was a Time, when He was not. But 
theſe Heretichs did not vent their Per- 
nicious Opinions, till an Hundred Years 
after Origen; and therefore what is 
brought out of him againſt them, ſhou'd 
rather be look'd upon, as a forgery, than 
as a true Citation. But it may be an- 
ſwer d, that this was no New Doctrine; 
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for the Gnoſzicks in the Apoſtles Days, 
and their poiſon'd Followers maintain'd 
the ſame ; and many no doubt in the 
heat of Controverſy, with the Noetians 
and Jabellians, fell into the ſame Extra- 
vagance and Blaſphemy. He calls Chriſt, 
in his 57% Book againſt Celſus, he Splen- 
dor of Eternal Light; and in his 1/? Book 
Peri- Archon, Chap. 2. he ſtiles Him the 
Wiſdom of God; but He cannot be the 
Splendor of Eternal Light,) as has been 
prov'd before,) nor the Wiſdom of God, 
except He be Eternal. 


Socrates, who was well acquainted with 
the Writings of Origen; and has a good 
Reputation for Fidelity and care, aſſerts, 
that Origen held the Coeternity of the 
Son with the Father, * 


I.paſs on now to ſhew that our Bleſſed 
Saviour is Omniſcient and Omnipotent: 
And Firſt that He is Omniſcient. Tis 
ſaid of Man in General, we are but of 
Teſterday, and know not what ſhall be on 
the Morrow. But the underſtanding of 
God is Infinite; extending at once to all 
Times and Places and Objects. Tis the 
Prerogative of Him alone, who inhabits 
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Eternity, to ſearch the Heart, to know us, 
tounderſtand our Thoughts a far off, to ſhew 
us what ſhall happen, and declare things to 
come, But this Perfection belongs to our 
dzviour Chriſt, as the Son of God. All 
things are naked and open to Him. St. 
Peter makes this acknowledgment; Lord, 
Thou knoweſt all things: And the other 
Apoſtles likewiſe, Lord, we are ſur? that 
Thou knoweſt all things: He knew what 
aus in Man; He knew their Thoughts; 
He knew from the Beginning, who ſhoud 
tray Him; and that Peter wou'd deny 
Him. Now He muſt be enabled to do all 
his, either by an Occaſional and Arbitrary 
Revelation from His Heavenly Father, or 
by a Neceſſary and Permanent Principle 
o Infinite knowledge in Himſelf. There 
sno Teſtimony in Scripture of an Occa- 
nal and Arbitrary Communication of 
nowledge to Him. He clearly diſcerns 
Men's Hearts, and Thoughts, and Reſolu- 
ions in all Inſtances, and foretels Contin- 
gent Events; and needeth not, as we can 
derceive, that any Being ſhou d tell Him. 
tle knows and declares things paſt, pre- 
ſent, and to come, with the ſame Eaſe and 
lertainty and Univerſality, as the Father 
wes; and therefore the Principle by which 
fe is enabled to perform This, may be 
uſtly look'd upon to be alike Inherent and 
Neceſſary in Both. And e the 
van- 


1 26 4 Nindication of our Bleſſed 
Evangeliſt aſſures us, that Feſus knew in 


Himſelf, that His Diſciples murmur d at wo 
Him. He had not this knowledge by any 110 


Information, Human or Divine; but < 
eur, in and by Himſelf; which ſheys 
His Power of ſearching the Heart to be Tha 
an Inherent Property, given Him, as His 
Eſſence, and Life, and all His Attribute 
were, that He might have them in Him 
ſelf, by a Neceſſary Communication of al 
the Fulneſs of the Godhead. To ſearch 
the Heart was prov'd formerly. to be the 


Prerogative of God alone: Our Saviou 
Chriſt has the Power in Himſelf of ſearch 


ing the Heart; therefore He is really anc 
_ abſolutely God. 


*Tis the Property, of God only, whc 
made all Things, and knows the Springs 
and Principles of Action, and is preſent 
to all Times and Places, to foreſee the 
Future Operations of Free-Agents, and 
to foretell contingent Events: But Chriſt 
has the Property of foreſeeing the Futura ,, 
Operations of F ree-Agents, and of fore 

telling Contingent Events; therefore He 
muſt be that God in Eſſence and Powers 
who made all Things, and knows the 
Springs and Principles of Action, and 1! 
preſent to all Times and Places. 123 


ons | 
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„ " The Text relating to His Igngrance of 


i 


its Proper place. 


That Being is Omnipotent, who has the 
Power in Himſelf of Creating, or pro- 
ducing things out of nothing; of raiſing 
the Dead, and working Miracles at plea- 
ſure; and is able to Communicate the 


greater Marks of that Attribute in its 
higheſt Elevation (if we may allow any 


can be conceiv'd. But Scripture teſtifies, 
ſelf. That He created the World, St. Jahn 


without Him was not any thing made, that 
was made: And St. Paul, By Him were 
all things Created, that are in Heaven, 
and that are in Earth; Viſible and Inviſi- 
ble, &c. Theſe are expreſs Teſtimonies 
of Chriſt's creating Power. By Him the 
Blind receiv'd their ſight, the Lame walked, 


heard, without any natural means, and the 
Dead were raiſed up. Even the Wind and 
the Sea obeyd Him: Inſomuch that we 
may addreſs our ſelves to Him, as the 

P ſalmiſt 


4e Day of Judgment, ſhall be Tonſider'd 


Secondly, That He is Omnipotent. 


power of working Miracles to others. 
This cannot be deny d to be the Character 
nd Diſtinction of Omnipotence; for no 


difference in the Acts of Omnipotence) 
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that our Saviour has this Power in Him- 


tells us; All things were made by Him, and 
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the Lepers were cleans'd, and the Deaf 
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128 4 Vindication of our Bleſſed 
P/almiſt did to the Almighty ;. O Lord 
God of. Hoſts, who is a ſtrong Lord, like 
unto Thee? Thou ruleſt the raging of the 
Sea, and when the Waves thereof riſe, 
Thou ſtilleſt them. And, according to His & 
promiſe, He raisd Himſelf the Third diy pe 
fromthe Dead, which is a moſt convincing Fe 
Inſtance of Divine Power. Le 


Laſtly, He gave others Power over un. ¶ fa 
clean Spirits, to caſt them out, and to hull cy 
all Manner of Sickneſs, &c. And accord. | 
ingly we find that even the Devils were Ml Co. 
Subect to the Apoſtles, and that Wonders Wl W 
and Signs were done by them. T im 


By the Name of Feſus, Peter cur d Æneas, 
who had kept his Bed eight Tears; and WM ſur 
rais'd Tabitha from the Dead. Hence it oy 
appears, that Chriſt is able to raiſe the I 

Dead, and work Miracles at pleaſure, and M 
to Communicate the Power of working I rt 
Miracles to others. W 


Now the Power of doing all this, muſt I fr 
either be derivd to Him from the Father, W 
by an arbitrary Communication; or it muſt I Cc 
be 4 Neceſſary and Abiding Principle in ¶ co 
Himſelf. Were the Power of Creation I bi. 
and raiſing the Dead, derivd to Him by I pa 
an Arbitrary Communication, no Act of it FT! 
cou'd in any wiſe be His own. The Al- I mc 
| mighty 


 Saviour's Divinity, &c. | 
mighty muſt interpoſe in ev'ry Inſtance of 


its Exerciſe; and not only concur with 
Chriſt's natural Powers, and ſuſtain them 
in Operation (for according to this Do- 
ctrine He is not Independent) but muſt 


er, the Act of Omnipotence Himſelf. 
or what cou d it ſignify for Chriſt to ſay, 
Let there be Light, or, let a departed Soul 
return to its Body; unleſs His Heavenly 
Father ſhou'd, at the ſame time, will and 
command it be fo, Upon the Suppoſition, 
| fay, that this Power is by an Arbitrary 
Communication, His pronouncin 
Words cou'd obtain no Effect, without the 
immediate Aſſiſtance and Command of a 
Superior Bezng. And indeed the very Sup- 
poſition of ſuch a deriv'd. Power is an Ab- 
ſurdity ; for it carries no Vertue or Ener- 
gy along with it. | 


_ Chriſt cou'd not ſo much as be an In- 
ſtrument in the Hands of God in the 


Works of Creation, and raiſing the Dead, 
by that /upposd Power. For to be an In- 


{rument implies having ſome Share in the 
Work or Action, by the Direction and 


Conduct of the Principal Cauſe: But ac- 
cording to the abſurd Doctrine of an Ar- 
hilrary Communication, He cou'd bear no 


part in doing ſuch great and wonderful 
His ſpeaking the word by no 


Things, 
means intitles Him to the Appellation of 
. = 
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of Divine Help, to continue our Natural 


the Power in Himſelf of doing thoſe Work 


130 A Vindication of our Bleſſed 
an Inſtrument ; for the whole Action ig 


p 
perform d by a Superior Power. 


Tho' we ſtand in need, every moment, 


Faculties in Strength and Operation; yet 


the Works we do, by theſe Faculties, ſo & 


ſuſtain d and aſſiſted, may properly be calld i # 
our own; for they are the Effects of ſuch IH 
Powers, as God is pleas'd to endow us . 
with; and the Matter or Subject of them 
is within our Reach, or Sphere of Action. 
But the producing of things out of no- 
thing, ec. can never be the Object of any 
Power, which is not eſſentially Unlimited 
and Infinite. For there is an Infinite Di. 
ſtance between Not being and being; and 
ſuch a repugnancy to a tranſition fron 
the one State to the other, as can only be 
conquer'd by that Being, who has the At 
tribute of Omnipotence, as a Neceſſar 
and Inherent Principle in Himſelf. 


And Scripture teſtifies, that Chriſt be 


which carry with them the Marks and] Y. 


Characters of Omnipotence. He is ſev Hin 


ral times declar'd to be the Creator of i Eme 
Things, without mentioning any Power the 
by which He was ſo, but His own. He hai thin 
Power, He tells us, to lay down His Lif Add 
and He had Power to take it again. Hy whe 


pre 


Saviour Divinity, &c. 131 
is promis d to, and did, raiſe Himſelf from the 
dead. He ſtiles Himſelf the - Reſurrection 
and the Life; and has engag'd His word, 
to raiſe thoſe up, that beljeve on Him, 
at the laſt day. And He gave the Apo- 
ſtles Power, in His own Name, to heal the 
Sick, cleanſe the Lepers, raiſe the Dead, 
and to caſt out Devils. My Father, ſays 
He, worketh hitherto, and I work; The © 
Father is in Me, and I in Him; whatſo- 
ever things ihe Father doth, theſe doth the 
Son ikewsſe: All things, that the Father 
hath are Mine. The Holy Ghoſt ſhall re- 
cei ve of Mine, and ſhew it unto you. And 
in Him, ſays the Apoſtle, dwells all the 
Fulneſs of the Godhead. Theſe, my thinks, 
are convincing Teſtimonies of His having 
the Power of doing all things in Himſelf. 
He is as expreſly and emphatically declar d 
to be the Author of thoſe Works, which 
are Arguments of Omnipotence, as the 
Father is; and therefore we cannot juftly 
deny an Equality and Unity of Power to 
belong eſſentially to Them Both. Chriſt 
indeed ſometimes applies to His Heaven- 
ly Father for Aſſiſtance, and addreſſes 
Him upon Extraordinary Difficulties and 
Emergencies: Bur ſince we find Him, at 
other times, going thro” as great, or greater, 
things, without any ſuch Application or 
Addreſs; we may fairly conclude, that 
when He uſes this Method, 'tis not be- 

| K 2 cecuauſe,; 


W ay 
PD PIT 5 — — * 
— E — 


2 fo P N v9 LAPSE "3x PTE exe; 5 q "= . wm 4 MO ' 

5 — —S — _ — — * = * * * 7 7 A gs 

—— — 4 — . — — — — — 5 — — — A > - ” — — * 

- nn En OI — *r — = 2 n= — — 2 — — = — 8 2 8 

<9 8 — — 8 * r > FA Ow gy. — = * r 5 — * 8 — Das > 

pf 4 Ke od SIE * . 1 * * — COT * * ey 2 3 9 "I A 
4 * 
— 2K WR — 


5 8 2 2 . e's 


"6/4 Cad 
8 — 2 + 2 - 


* 
TY I 
1 1 k 34 
i * 
1 Ai : 
8 T 
4 + 
L s 
"3 Þ 
K * 
5 4 
: 
1 
4 f 
18 77 
6. 
5 
© 
$7 # 
= : 
” 
: . 
1 
J. 1 
8 
9 1 
- 
: — 
i if . 
9 i 
Fa 
: 
"” - 
* 
* 
uf 
57 
14 
! n 
> 5 1 
* 1 
/ 
1 1 
«Sd ; 
£ 
F: 4746 "4 
RY” $ 
4 F- 
\ 4 
* 
1 
* 
* 
{ 
1 
N 
$5 „ 
9 
ht 
ll. 
” 
1 
U 
* 
.. 
"| 
MY 
. 
ts | 
97 
1 
1 
4 
q 
1 
N 
| 
4 
4P 177 
4 
2 
r 
„ 
1 » 
8 
4 
"7 


— — — ——  - 3 
p . —— — — 
. . ——— ͤ—ꝛrG U˖V '' GA. 


132 A Vindication of our Bleſſed 
cauſe, conſider'd in His Divine Nature . 
He wants aſſiſtance; but that tis with 2 whi 
deſign, either to appear purely, upon ſome Ae 
occaſions, as Man; or to convince the 'P! 
World of an entire Union and Harmony 

between His Heavenly Father and Himſelf, / 
or to be a Pattern to us in making Prayets ! 
and Supplications to the God of all heh 
all comfort. To the Doctrine of Scrip- md 
ture, concerning the Infinite Knowledge 
and Power of Chriſt, I will ſubjoin the 
Opinion of the firſt Ages of the Church, but 


St. Ignatius in his Epiſtle to the Epbe-. / 
ſians has theſe Words. Nothing is hidden te 
From the Lord; (ſpeaking of Chriſt) 5 Him 

our ſecret things are open to Him. 


St. Clement of Alexandria. + Chriſt iſ! 
ignorant of none of our thoughts, nor of the | 
reaſonings, which paſs in our Minds. And 

afterwards, He ſays, +The Son of God i 
always every where, but contain'd no where: 
All Mind, all the Light of the Father, a 
Eye; ſees all things, hears all things, knots 
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all things. Here the Divine Attributes, 
which are Incommunicable to Creatures, 


are given to the Son, as Immenſity, Om- 
he © nipreſence and Omniſcience. | 


„all, who is manifeſted in the Father Son 
4 and Holy Ghoſt. | 


A And Trenæus tiles Chriſt the true God: 
But He cannot be the true God, nor 


s Juſtin inſinuates, that He is, except 


Him. 


Tertullian, has this Paſſage ; +The Name 
„ehe Father God Almighty, the moſt High, 
%% Lord of Hoſts, &c. Theſe, we ſay, be- 


nd ing to the Son alſo, and that the Son 


came in theſe, and always acted in them 
nd the Son is in His own Right God Al- 


rod. 


St. Clement of Alexandria, gives this 


2 


* Unus vere eſt Deus omnium, qui in Patre, Filio, Spiri- 
que Santo cognoſcitur. | 
| Nomen Patris Deus Omnipotens, altiſſimus, Dominus 
„ rtutum c. Hæc dicimus & in Filium competiſſe, & in his 
lde per egiſſe; & Filius ſuo jure Deus Omnipotens, qua Sermo 
ei Omnipotentis. Cap. 17, adverſus Prax. 


10 Juſtin in His Book, concerning the 
ue Faith, ſaies, * There is truly One God 


the ſame Being, or God, with the Father, 
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fe be veſted in the ſame Attributes with 


mghty, as He is the Word of Almighty 
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134 A Vindication of our Bleſſed 
Teſtimony. * For He wants nothing, who f 
has the War, the Almighty God: Many 5 
more Paſſages might be brought from the 
Primitive Writers to prove, that They y 
acknowledge Chriſt to be an All- knowing, 
and All. powerful Being, but let theſe ſuf. I fh 
fice: And they frequently give this Res p 

ſon for Their Opinion; becauſe He is of fl * 
the ſame Eſſence, or the ſame God with N 
the Father. | by 


From what has been ſaid in this fourth 
Section, J hope the Truth of the Propoſi- 
tion ſufficiently appears; Namely, That 
__ Chriſt's Titles, Characters and Perfection 
in Holy Scripture, do evince His being 
abſolutely and eſſentially God; and that 
this was the Doctrine of the beſt and pu 
reſt Ages of the Church. 


To what has been obſerv'd from the Fa 
thers, I will add this one Conſideration 
That when 'They diſpute about the Wor 
ſhip of Chriſt, either with Fews, who were 
jealous of the Unity of God, and fearful ol 
Idolatry; or with Gentiles, who general 
maintain d and worſhip'd a Plurality 
Deities; They do not affirm that Divine 
Honour and Adoration is due to Chriſt 
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by the Appointment purely of the Father; 
tbat we are to pay Him Homage and Wor- 
ſhip, merely becauſe God has commanded 


it. They aſſert the Unity of God, the 


Maker and Governour of the Univerſe; 
and profeſs their Obligation to Worſhip 
this one God, and none other; and, at the 
ſame time, They own Chriſt to be God, 
and declare Divine Worſhip to be due to 
Him, as ſuch: Which ſhews that the Fa- 
thers, and indeed the true CHriſtians in Ge- 
neral, had no Apprehenſions of 4 Plurali- 
ty of Gods, when They gave Divine Ho- 
nours to God the Father, and to Chriſt: 
And the Reaſon muſt be, that They eſteem'd 
Them to be One and the ſame God, in Na- 


ture and Perfections. Otherwiſe the Few- 


if Converts muſt have had great jealou- 
lies of being guilty. of Idolatry, and the 


Gentzle muſt have been confirm'd in zt; 


unleſs it had been prov'd, (which was not 
attempted,) that it is in the Power of God 
to appoint what Objects He pleaſes of Re- 
ligious Worſhip ; and that He had actual- 


ly appointed Chriſt to be /, tho' He be 


not of the ſame Nature and Perfections 
with Himſelf. 7 | 


I now paſs on to propoſe and anſwer 
the Chief Objections, that are brought a- 


gainſt this Doctrine of Chriſt's Divinity, 


ba from Scripture and the Fathers. Firſt, from 


b 
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Scripture. And, Firſt, That Chrift is not 
Eternal; and therefore, very likely, nor 
Co. eſſential with the Father. For He is 


- ſaid to be the firſt-born of every Creature; 


and conſequently He muſt be in the Con- 
dition and Number of Created Beings; 
tho' the moſt Glorious. and exalted of 
All. | 


Secondly, That He is not Ommniſcient, 
For He knew not the Day of fudgment. 
He that is really and eſſentially God knows 
all things: But Chriſt does not know al. 
things; therefore He is not really and 
eſſentially God. 85 _ 


Thirdly, That He is not abſolutely Good. 
For there is none Good, but One, that is, 
Cod. There is but One Being, that is ab- 
ſolutely Good, that is, God. He denies 
Himſelf to be that Being, which is ab- 
_ Good; Therefore He 1s not 
—__ | | ; 


Fourthly, That He is not Infinite in 
Majeſiy and Greatneſs ; and therefore not 
God: For My Father, ſaies He, is greater 
than I. He only is abſolutely God, than 
Whom None is greater; or Who: is In- 
finite in Majeſty and Greatneſs, Chriſt is 
not He, than Whom None is greater, 
or Who is Infinite in Majeſty and —_ 


20 
O 
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neſs: Therefore He is not abſolutely 
God. 5 


Laſtly, That His Exaltation to the Throne 

F God, His having a Name which is aboue 
wery Name ; that every T ongue muſt confeſs, 
that Feſus Chriſt is Lord, &c.is a Reward 
F His Humiliation, and of His Glorious 
Redemption of Mankind : But were He eſ- 
ſentially God, He wou'd have a Natural 
and uncontroulable Right to the higheſt 
Dignities without any ſuch conſideration. 
Therefore ſince theſe great Dignities are 
confer'd upon Him, by a Voluntary Act 
of His Heavenly Father, in conſideration 
of the fore-mention'd Merit, He is not 
eſſentially God. 


Theſe are the Chief Objections that are 
brought from Scripture, againſt the Divinity 
of our Bleſſed Saviour. I will endeavour to 
give a Satisfactory Anſwer to Them in their 
Order. But give me leave to premiſe this 
one thing; That ſuppoſing we were not 
able to ſolve all the Objections and Diffi- 
cuties, that may be rais'd from Scripture, -* 
againſt this Article of our Holy Faith, muſt 
ve therefore give it up; when, at the ſame 
time, we find it clearly and fully reveal d, 
in other parts of Holy Writ ? 1 cou'd In- 
ſtance in ſome other Branches of Chri- 
ſtianity, that are Generally look'd 9 
| Y 
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by us to be firmly eftabliſh'd in Scripture; 

And yet ſuch Objections and Difficulties 
have been Started from 7hence, concern- 
: ing Them, as never perhaps receiv'd a 
Clear and Satisfactory Solution. If a Do- 
ctrine be worthy of God, and be clearly 
and fully ſet forth in the Records of Re. 
veal'd 'Iruth, we ought to aſſent and ſub. 
ſcribe to it; ſome ſeeming Arguments to jj 
the contrary, notwithſtanding. ; 


But to return. The firſt Objection is 
that Chriſt is not Eternal; and therefore 
very likely not Co- eſſential with the Fa. 
ther. For He is ſaid to be the Firſt. born be 
of every Creature; and conſequently He - 
muſt be in the Condition and NumberofW fi 
Created Beings; tho' the moſt Glorious] ię 
and Exalted of All. h 


Let us conſider the Context, * and com- 
pare it with a Parallel place. The context FF 
is thus; who ( Chriſt) is the Image of the P 
Inviſible God, the Firſt-born of every Crea- 
ture: For by Him were all things created ff 
that are in Heaven, and that are in Earth | 
viſible and inviſible , All things vert B 
created by Him and for Him. And He i d 
before all things, and by Him all things 1, 

conſiſt. 5 
2 8 1 8 —— ——— 


| *Colof. Ch. 1. Vere 15, 16, 17. K Reb. Ch, INST, t 


Faure; 
11ties 
ern- 
„d 2 
Do- 
arl 

Re 
{ub. 
S to 


| Saviours Divinity, &c. 139 
If by Chriſt's being the Firſt-born of 
every Creature, we are to underſtand, ac- 
cording to the Objection, the Firſt made 
or Created Being; the Apoſtle contra- 
dicts himſelf in the two following Verſes; 
where He expreſly ſaies, that 4 things 
were created by Him, that are in Heaven 
and that are in Earth, Viſible and Inviſi- 
ble, &c. Were He a made or created 
Being, tho' He were the Firſt of all, and 
ever ſo Glorious and Exalted in Nature 
and Perfections, He cou'd not be exemp- 
ted from the Condition and Character of 
a Creature; nor excluded from the Num- 
ber of thoſe things which were created in 
Heaven and in Earth: Nor cou'd He poſ- 
ſibly be before all things and ſuſtain them; 
if He had once a Beginning, as all Creatures 
have: But it is St. Paul's aſſertion, that He 
did create all things that are in Heaven 
and in Earth, and that He was before all 
things, and does ſuſtain them: Therefore 
He muſt be exempted from the Condition 
and Character of a Creature, and excluded 
from the Number of thoſe things which 
were created, and muſt never have had a 
Beginning. So that theſe Words, conſi- 
der d with the Context, will by no means 
bear the ſenſe, which our Adverſaries put 
upon them, We muſt look out then 
for ſome other, which may appear Wor- 


thy of the Apoſtle. And let him explain 


his 


= — —— 
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his own meaning, in a parallel place, men- 
tion d above; where he ſaies, Whom (the 


Son) He hath appointed Heir of all things, 


by Whom alſo He made the Worlds, Who 
being the Brightneſs of His Glory, and the 


Expreſs Image of His Perſon, and up- 


holding all things by the Word of His 


Power. 


In the Firſt Paſſage, the Son is ſtil 
the Firſt-born of every Creature; in This, 
Heir of all things ; which are equivalent 


Expreſſions. For Primogeniture did an- 
ciently ſignify hat Dominion and Prin. 


cipality, which the Firſt-born had a Title 
to. Zehoſaphat gave the Kingdom to Je- 
Horam, becauſe he was the Firſt-born. * And 


Cod gave David to be the Firſt- born, high 
above the Kings of the Earth. Fuſtinian 
Jaies, to act as Heir, is to act as Lord; Tfor 


the Ancients us'd the Word Heir for a Lord. 


Becauſe therefore the Son of God is 


Heir of all things by Vertue of His creat- 
ing them, He may be call'd the Firſi- 
born of every Creature, or of all things; 


. having as good a Title at leaſt (for 
ſo much is ſufficient here) to be Heir 
and Proprietor of the whole World, viſible, 


and inviſible, as the Creator of it; as the 


3 3 — a 


* 2 Chron. 21. 3. T Inſtit. L. 2. Tit. 19. $. 6. 


Firſt 
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Firſt-born of Men, has to the Inheritance 
of His Father's Kingdoms and Eſtates. 


Chriſt is calld he Beginning, the Firſt: 
born from the Dead ; where tis plain, 
that by His being he F3r/?-born, is not to 
be underſtood His being he Firſt, that 
roſe from the Dead. For we read of riſing 
from the Dead, in the Old Teſtament, and 
in the New, beſore our Saviour's Reſur- 
tection. But He is ſtild zhe Beginning, 
the Firſt- born from the Dead, becauſe He 
is the Principle and Efficient Cauſe of riſing 
from the Dead. Wy 


Upon the Whole therefore; when Chriſt 
„las the Title of rhe Firſteborn of every Crea- 
S” MN ture, we are not to imagine Him to be the 
® Y Firſt Made or Created Being; but that He 
„ss the Principle and Efficient Cauſe , and 
conſequently Heir, of every Creature, or 
of all chings, w/ib/e and inviſible. 


4 Secondly, Tis Objected, that He is not 
ö onmiſcient. He, that is eſſentially God, 
"© knows all things: But Chriſt does not 
know all things; for He knows not the 
„Day of Fudement: Therefore He is not 
© If cſentially Godt. 


7" SY 3 


Col. 1. 18. 1 Mar. 13.32. 
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Mere it neceſſary to underſtand the Soy 
in this Text abſtractly, for the Second Per. 
4. in the ever Bleſſed Trinity, it wou d 
e difficult, if not impoſſible, to make it 
conſiſtent with the Doctrine of His Om- 
niſcience. For He ſeems expreſly to re- 
fer the knowledge of the Day of Fude- 
ment to His Father alone. But where 18 
the Neceſſity of underſtanding Him here] 
for the Son, in the higheſt Senſe, which! 
Scripture, in other places, will juſtify our 
conceiving Him in? We maintain Him to] 
be the Son of God, not only by a Com- 
pleat Communication of Eſſence and Per- 
fections (tho chiefly upon this Account) 
but alſo as being begotten and form'd by 4 
Divine Power and Vertue in the Womb of 
4 Virgin, without the Aſliſtance of an 


i 


Earthly Father; and as being ſanctiſied and 


x 


ſent into the World as the Meſſias. Scrip-® 
ture ſpeaks of Him, as the don of God, in 
theſe ſeveral Senſes, before His Reſur- 
rection; upon which, He is call'd again 
the Son of God, as being begotten or raiſed} 
from the Dead. His being the Son of God 


5 


in this laſt Acceptation does not relate to 
our Subject. In the Firſt, we believe Him 
to be Omniſcient: In the others, that He 


SY $4 N 


grew in Wiſdom and Knowledge ; and that tc 
He did, and ſaid, nothing of Himſelf, } 
but the Father ſhew'd and orderd HimF 
all, that He did and ſpake, in Relation - : 
| is} 
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lis Prophetick Office. He acted in that 


dation, as the Meſſenger and Miniſter of 
he moſt High God; and therefore it was 


to His Will and Pleaſure, and receive Di- 
ections and Aſſiſtance from Him. What 
was neceſſary and convenient to be made 
known to the World, in order to Happi- 


ich Communicate; but what was too curious 
dur in its Nature, or pernicious in the Con- 
to] ſequence, with Regard to the Honour of 
m- God, and the Good of Mankind, He had 
er- no Commiſſion to impart ; nor was it neceſ- 
nt) ary, that He ſhou'd have any Knowledge 
iy of it. 


= As Chriſt then was the Co- eſſential Son 
of God, He knew the Day of Fudgment 3 
being undoubtedly, in that Capacity, well 
IJ acquainted with 7he deep things of God: 
But as He was begotten and form d by a 


a Virgin, and ſanctiſied and ſent into the 
World as the Meſſias, He was ignorant of 
it; having receiv'd, as the Meſſenger and 
Miniſter of Heaven to Mankind, no Com- 
miſſion to authorize Him, nor Revelation 
to enable Him, to foretell it to us. 
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reaſonable, that He ſhou'd intirely ſubmit 


neſs and Glory, He had Inſtructions to 


Divine Power and Vertue in the Womb of 


Of that Day and that Hour hnoweth no 
Man; no, not the Angels which are in 
| Flea- 
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Heaven, neither the Son, but the Father" 


Cireumſtances determin'd Him. By Ver- 
tue of the Hypoſtatical Union, He was the 
perfect Meſſias and Redeemer. With re- 


knew and ſpoke only by Revelation and 


Tho' He be not to be underſtood here ag 
the Co- eſſential Son f God; yet He is 
deſervedly placd above the Angels, next 
to the Father, having obtain'd a more ex. 
cellent Name than They, as being begotten 
by a Divine Power, and anointed and 


commiſſion'd to make a full Diſcovery of 
His Father's Will; and as enjoying zhe 


Hypoſtatical Union of the two Natures, 
Divine and Human. And as He conſiſted 


of theſe Natures, as He was perfect God 
and perfect Man, and in relation to Both 


the Son of God, for the Reaſons: above; 


He might ſpeak in either Capacity, as 


gard to His Divine Nature, He knew and 
cou'd tell all JT hings; to His Human, He 


Commiſſion. 


It was not proper that we ſhou'd be 
inform'd of the Day and Hour of Fuds- 
ment; and therefore He anſwers the En- 
quirers about it, in that Capacity, in which 
He was ignorant of it. We conſiſt of 
two parts, Body and Spirit; and conſider'd 
in theſe different reſpects, are Mortal and 
Immortal; and we ſpeak of our Condition, 


as there is occaſion, in either view; We 
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ſometimes talk as Carnal Perſons, at others, 
as Spiritual. So our Saviour conſiſting of 
two Natures, was omni{cient, in the One, 
and not /o in the Other; and He ſpoke in 
either Capacity, as the Nature and Cir- 
cumſtances of the Diſcourſe requir'd. It 
was not fit that the Day of Fudgment 
ſhou'd be reveald; and therefore He an- 
ſwers the enquiry concerning it, in that 
Capacity of the Meſſias, in which He had 

receiv'd no Inſtructions about 1t. So that 

the Ignorance which He profeſſes of the 

Day of Fudement , is not the leaſt Pre- 

judice to the Doctrine of His Omnilſcience, 

as He is the Co- eſſential Son of God. 


Thirdly, That He is not abſolutely Good. 
For there is None Good but One, that is, 
Cod; There is but one Being that is ab- 
ſolutely Good, that is, God: He denies 
Himſelf ro be that Being, which is ab- 
ſolutely Good: Therefore He is not God. 


In anſwer to This, it will be ſufficient 
juſt to obferve theſe two Things. 


Firſt, That He does not deny Himſelf 
to be that Being, which is abſolutely Good, 
and therefore G. He only demands the 
Reaſon, by way of Reproof, why the 


* Mark 10. 18. 
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Perſon, that addreſsd Him in that Man- 
ner, ſhou'd call Him Good? If He did not 
believe Him to be God, as tis very likely 
He did not, he ought not to give Him the 
Appellation of Good, which belongs to 
God only. He does not diſclaim the Title; 
but reproves the Man for applying it to 
One, whom He did not look upon as God, 
tho He be really ſo. 


Secondly, That ſuppoſing it to be meant 
here, that God the Father alone is Good; 
it will do the cauſe of our Adverſaries nc 
Service. For He only Originally, and of 
Himſelf, has the Attribute of Goodneſ 
the Son has it by Communication fron 
Him. The Perfections of the Son are 
Neceſſary and Infinite, equal to the Fa 
ther's; but they are not Underivd anc 
Un- originated, as the Father's are; Whe 
in that reſpect has the ſole Title to Then 
This account of the Matter may be 2 
anſwer to the Objection: But I am mor 
inclin'd to ſtand to the other Obſervation 
which ſeems to me to be a clear Solutiot 
of the Difficulty. 3 : 


Tiis objected, Fourthly, That Chriſt I but 
not Infinite in Majeſſy and Greatneſs ; a 
therefore not Cod. For My Father, ſay 


* 
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He, is greater than T, He only is abſo- 
ately God, than whom None is greater; 
or Who is Infinite in Majeſty and Great- 
refs: Chriſt is not He, than whom None 
greater; or who is Infinite in Majeſty 
nd Greatneſs: Therefore He is not abſo- 
utely God. 


Chriſt is here diſcourſing to His Diſci- 

les, about His Departure from them, in- 
o Heaven; and tells them that He , 
repare a place for them, in the Kingdom 
f His Father; who will ſend the Cam- 
ter to aid and aſſiſt chem in the mean 
ime, But, notwithſtanding, they were 
nder great concern and uneaſineſs upon 
his occaſion ; not apprehending how He 
vu d procure ſuch Bleſſings and Happi- 
eſs for them. Upon which, He ſays, 
Let nat your Heart be troubled — Ze ſhou'd 
woice, becauſe I go unto the Father: For 
ly Father is greater than J. As if He 
ad faid, © Tho' you do not look upon 
ne as able to do theſe great Things for 
© you, being in your Apprehenſions only 
Man, yet you ſhou'd ot be troubled, 
] but ſhou'd rather rejoice at my Depar- 
if # ture, becauſe I go to my Father, who is 
WT zreater than I; and able to do all Things. 
e ſpeaks of Himſelf, according to their 
Conceptions of Him, as a Man, or how- 
ver, as the Meſſias: In both which re- 
. L 2 ſpects, 
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ſpects, He was leſs than the Father, and — 
ated by His Appointment and Commil- e 


ſion, in Obedience to Him. . EN 

*Tisplain that theCompariſon between thei” 
Father and Chriſt, is, in Relation to Power 1 , 
and not to Metaphyſical Eſſence. For Hig} © 


' Diſciples ſuſpe&ted His Ability to do 24 
 Hepromis'd, and He tells them, that tho” 
they diſtruſted His Power, yet they hac 17 
no Reaſon to deſpond, becauſe He goes * 
to intercede for them with His Heavenly = 
Father, who zs greater or more Powerfu pe 
than He. And the Learned Doctor willi. 
not deny this; for he ſays often that ther a f 
is no account of His Metaphyſical Eſſenc he 
in Scripture. But if the Compariſon bei ge 
Relation to Power, then, according ud 
the Doctor's own Principles, it cannot ba. - 
meant of His Power, as He 1s a Diving = 
| Being or God, whatever His Nature o = 
| Eſſence be. For He acknowledges ove, 
= and over again, that Chriſt's relative AJ 
tributes, as Power, &c. are given Him i... | 
the Father without meaſure. And there, 10 
fore according to this Scheme, there waffe, 
no need of His comforting His Diſciple: va 
upon this Occaſion, with His going 1} un 
the Father, in their behalf, who zs great — 
than He; for having all Power, &C. derive , 10 


to Him, in an ineffable Manner; He w: 
ſufficient for all things. Except it be 9 
: 8. = 
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that the Father is greater than He; becauſe 


the Father's are, but deriv'd and commu- 
nicated. But if ſo; the Doctrine of the 


ther is greater than the Son: Tho' They 
be Both of the ſame Eſſence and Perfe- 
tions; becauſe the One is Un-originated, 


tes of the One Underiv'd, thoſe of the 
Other communicated. So that unleſs our 


than J, be ſpoken in Relation to Their 
Perſonal Characters, as Father and Son, 
t may very well be underſtood of Him, 
He was Man, or as the Meſſias; in 
rhich Capacity He did nothing of Him- 
elf, but acted by His Father's Inſtruction 
ud Command. And let it not be thought 
uſurd, that God ſhou'd be compar'd with 
Man; for *tis ſo in other parts of Scrip- 
ure: * God is greater than Man. 7 He, 


md there be higher than they. But as 
Chriſt was the Meſſias, He was much great- 
„than a bare Man; but leſs than His 
Heavenly Father; as being deputed and 
ommiſſion'd by Him. 


—ů 


* Job. 33. 12. + Eccleſ. 5. 8. 


— Laſtly, 


His Attributes are not Un-originated, as 


Orthodox may as well be true, that the Fa- 


nd the Other Begotten; the Attribu- 


faviour's conceſſion, The Father is greater 


lat is higher than the higheſt, regardeth, 


; 
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 Lafth, tis objected, That Chriſt's Ex lu 
altation to the Throne of God ; His ha 
wing a Name which is above every Name 
that every Tongue muſt confeſs that Feſi 
* Chriſt is Lord, &c. is a Reward of Hi 
Humiliation , and of His Redemption » 
Mankind: But were He eſſentially God 
He wou'd have a Natural and Uncontroul 
able Right to the higheſt Dignities with 
out any ſuch conſideration: Therefor 
ſince theſe Dignities are confer d upon Hit 
by a Voluntary Act of His Heavenly F. 
ther, in conſideration of the foremention' 
Merit, He is not eſſentially God. 


The greateſt Honour that is appointe 
our Saviour in Holy Mrit, is Divine Wor 
ſhip : Bur if Divine Worſhip cannot be: 
lienated by God the Father, nor givent 
another Perſon, only upon the account « 
His Metaphyſical Eſſence, i. e. except N 
be eſſentially God (and I hope it was fot 
merly provd,. that it cannot) then th 
Objection is of no Weight or Conſequenc 
We are to Honour and Worſhip the So 
by the Command of God, as He ist 
Meſſias, has redeem'd Mankind and is ex 
alted to the higheſt Throne. But does 

hence follow, that He had not a Previo 
Title to Religious Homage and Adoratio 
whenever it ſhou'd be known, that He 
the Son of God? Or that this worſh! 
| 5 | : "4 1 2 Ton 
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Ex wou'd or cou d have been appointed, were 
He not eſſentially God? We deny not but 


that He is to be Worſhip'd upon the fore- 
mention'd accounts: But then we aſſert, 


on on theſe accounts, has its Foundation in 
His Metaphyſical Eſſence; other wiſe it 


worſhip the Father as our Creator. and 
Preſerver: But is it not evident that His 
Capacity to be an Object of Worſhip is 
founded upon His Metaphyſical Eſſence; 
ion as He is a Being Omnipreſent, and conſe- 

aquently Omnipotent and Omniſcient ? 


inte Meſias and Redeemer : But His capacity 
Wo to receive worſhip is grounded upon His 
be Divine Metaphyſical Eſſence; as He is a 
en ti Being Omnipreſent, G&M 5 
4 ET. | 
t H As to His Divine Nature; He only /- 
foi cended where He was before, and is veſted 
hi in that Glory, which He had with the Fa- 
ene ther before the World was; in whole Bo- 
Sol m He is, as His only begotten Son. But 

s th His Human Nature, after His Aſcenſion, 
s en had great Acceſſions of Glory and Ho- 
es WM nour; It is far exalted above all Creatures, 


viouff and is ſeated upon the Throne of God: In 
tion ſome ſenſe, it may be ſaid to have Divine 
Je Worſhip paid to it; as it has an Hypoſtati- 
{11 cal or Perſonal rick the Son, Whom 

4 | | we 


7 


on 


that the Worſhip that is commanded up- 


had not been commanded. We are to 


And we are to worſhip the Son, as the 
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wie are oblig'd fo honour, even as we ho- 
nour the Father. 


Man conſiſts of Body and Soul; and 


we pronounce ſuch an one to be a Wiſe, 
Sincere and Candid Man. But the Orna- 
ments of Wiſdom, Sincerity and Candor, 


are Qualities of the Soul, and nor of the 


Body; and yet we aſcribe them to the 
Man, who is made up of Both, and value 
and eſteem him accordingly. oo 


So in Relation to our Saviour Chriſt, 
who conſiſts of two Natures, Human and 
Divine; we aſcribe Incommunicable At— 
tributes, and pay Divine Worſhip to Him: 
But theſe Incommunicable Attributes and 
Divine Worſhip, only belong to Him pro- 
perly, as God; and can affect His Human 
Nature no farther, than as it has the Ho- 

nour of being Perſonally united with the 
Divine; becauſe this Nature alone is ca- 
pable of being the Subject of ſuch Attri- 
butes, and of being qualified for receiving 
Religious Worſhip. ' So that the Father's 
_ conferring the foremention'd Honours and 
Dignities upon the Son, did not imply an In- 
ſtitution of Worſhip, which was not due to 
Him, in the General, before but had an im- 
mediate regard, either to His Human Na- 
ture, which was capable of receiving new 
Acceſſions of Glory and Happineſs * 
8 5 | is 
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50. His being the Meſſias and Redeemer; in 


which Capacity He is eſſentially God, as 


well as Man. And then the ſuppos'd Inſtitu- 

tion of Worſhip to be paid to Him, was 
nothing but a Declaration of its being due 
to Him, as God, in the General; and a Deſig- 
nation of it in ſome particular Inſtances, 
as He is the Meſſias and Redeemer. * 


From what has been ſaid, in anſwer to 
theſe Objections, I hope it appears, that 
they are of no Weight againſt the Doctrine 
of our Saviours Divinity. When any 
thing is expreſly mention'd or imply'd of 
Him, which is injurious to the Character of 
the Godhead, it 1s not to be charg'd upon 
His Divinity, but plac'd to His Account, 
either, as He was a Man, and therefore ne- 
an ceſſarily Limited and Imperfect; or, as the 
o- Meas; in which reſpect, He ſpoke and 
he I ated by Inſpiration and Command. 


i- I proceed now to conſider the Chief 
ng WM Objections, from the Fathers. Thoſe 
r's MY Glorious Champions of the Chriſtian Faith, 
nd are fo full and expreſs for the Son's Co-el- 
n- ſentiality with the Father, that I ſhall for- 
ro bear examining thoſe few Paſſages, which 
n- aſtily and negligently dropt from their 
a- Pens (ſeemingly) againſt it. Uninſpir'd 


Writers are ſeldom ſo much upon their 


to | guard, as to lay themſelves open to no 
18 1 - Impu- 
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lmputation of Inconfiſtency or Contradi- 
ction; eſpecially amongſt prejudic'd and ill- 
natur'd Readers. N ay we have found thoſe, 
who have not bluſh'd to play zhe Inſpird 
Writers againſt one another; and ſome- 
times to 25 an Holy Penman at Variance 
with himſelf. If we find an Article to be 
the profeſs d Opinion of an Author, we 
ought to diſregard ſome incautious Ex- 
preſſions, in other Parts of His Writings, 
about it. | | 


This is the Caſe of the Primitive Fa- 
thers, in Relation to this Article of Co- 
eſſentiality. They frequently and pro- 
feſſedly treat upon, and aſſert it, in clear 
and full Expreſſions: Tho' now and then 
they careleſly drop ſomething, that can 
ſcarce be reconcild with this Opinion. 
This is to be obſerv'd likewiſe, with re- 
gard to the other Attributes of our Bleſ- 
ſed Saviour; His Eternity, Omniſcience, 
and Omnipotence. The Primitive Wri- 
ters frequently aſſert and prove them: 
Vet here and there we meet with Paſſages, 
which may be eaſily conſtru d, as looking 
another way. But theſe ought to be of 
no Force againſt their plain and repeated 
Expreſſions and Declarations. I have pro- 
duc d Evident Teſtimonies out of them, 
to ſhew their Orthodoxy in the Article 
of His Divinity, that they believ d Him 
| to 
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the Father; of Infinite Knowledge and Po- 
wer. I cou'd eaſily multiply Teſtimonies 
to the ſame Purpoſe, were it Neceſſary. 
I ſhall not therefore make it my buſineſs 
to examine the particular unguarded Paf. 
ſages, that are brought from Primitive 
Antiquity againſt the Doctrine I am up- 
on; as being of no Conſideration againſt 
its direct and plain Evidence in this Point; 


but ſhall only give a ſhort Anſwer to 


what is Objected from ſome very Ancient 
Writers as Athenagoras, Tatian and Ter- 
tullian, againſt the Eternity cf the Son's 
Exiſtence; leaving other Objections to 


ſtand or fall by the Strength of what has 


been already offer'd in this Vindication. 
| Theſe Fathers of the Church aſſert His 
Temporary Production, a little before the 
Creation of the World. But if He had 4 
Temporary Production, in their Opinion, 
He cou'd not be thought by them to be 
really and abſolutely God: For no Being 
can be ſo, that is not ſtrictly Eternal. 


We acknowledge, that in their Opi- 
nion, the Son had a ſort of Temparary 
Production, but by no means accord- 
ing to the Intention and Deſign of 
the Objection; which implies that He 
had no (Perſonal however) Exiſtence = 

| ore 
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fore that time. Theſe very Fathers are 
clear and expreſs enough (as Biſhop Bull 
has ſhewn) for the Son's Eternity; and 
therefore the Temporary Production muſt 


be ſo explain d, as to make it conſiſtent 


with the Doctrine of His Eternity. And 
indeed tis very eaſily done: For when 
they ſpeak of ſuch @ Production, they do 
not mean a true and proper Nativity or 
Generation; whereby His real Exiſtence 
commenc'd; but 4 Figurative and Meta- 
phorical Beginning. They took the Liber- 
ty (perhaps in Imitation of * St. Paul) 
of calling His proceeding forth from the 
Father to the Creating of the Worlds, 
by the Title of His Birth or Generation. 


Becauſe He then enter d upon exerting a 


Divine Power and Energy, and begun to be 
declar d the Son of God. They do not 
inſinuate, that He had no Exiſtence be- 
fore His thus coming forth to create the 
Worlds; but they mean that He had, as 
to any real effect, no Energetical Exiſtence, 
before He appear d to be the Original, 
Principle, and Efficient Cauſe of all things. 
And upon this account He was begotten, as 
ſome of the Primitive Writers ſpeak, by 


the Will of the Father, when He was ſent | 


forth by Him to make the Worlds, 


Coloſſ, Chap. 1. Verſe. I * | 


I ſhall 
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I ſhall inſiſt no longer upon ſo plain a 
Caſe. Whoever wou'd have farther Sa- 


tisfaction herein, may conſult the Third 


Section of Biſhop Bulls Defenſe. 


As to the Primitive Doctrine of the 
Son's being leſs than the Father, and of 
His Subordination to Him; tis the ſame, 
as has been laid down in this Diſcourſe. 


I proceed to prove, Laſtly, That the 
Compilers of our Liturgy did believe Him 
to be a Being really and eternally God. 


* 


— emo —— 


.. 


Juoxvkx feads and ſeriouſly con- 
ſiders the Nicene, and that which 
is calld the Athanaſian, Creeds, cannot, 
one wou d think, reaſonably doubt, whe- 
ther thoſe that admited them into our 
Liturgy, did look upon our Saviour to be 
the Co eſſential Son of God, or not: In 
one of them, He is ſtild God of God, 


22 


Lib. of Light, very God of very God; 


and is declar d to be of one Subſtance with 
the Father. By which Expreſſions, they 
cou'd underſtand no leſs than His being 
of the ſame Nature and undivided Eſſence 
with the Father. Thoſe excellent Men 

| | cou'd 
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cou d not, but know, that there was once 
an Attempt to ſubſtitute *Owas, in the 
room of *Oxencs, but it wou'd not be ad- 
mitted; of a like Subſtance, inſtead of the 
ſame. Which is a plain Evidence that the 

_ Holy Fathers, did eſteem the Son to be 
abſolutely of the. ſame Subſtance or Eſ- 
ſence with the Father; or elſe they might 

ſafely have aſſented to the deſir d Altera- 
tion. They wou'd not ſubſcribe to a word 
that imporced different Subſtances; tho' 
they might be underſtood to come ever ſo 
near one another in Nature and Perfections. 

Therefore by . adhering to the 
Term, *Owozncg They plainly declar d Him 
to be of the ſame Eſſence with the Father. 
This I fay the Compilers of our Liturgy 


undoubtedly knew, and conſequently wou'd . 


| Have abhor'd the thought of admiting this 
Creed, thus expreſs'd, into it; were They 
not fully perſwaded, that Chriſt is the 
Co-eſſential Son of God: Eſpecially if we 
conſider, that it wou'd be abſurd, in this 
caſe, to depart from that Senſe of the 
Word, which the Orthodox contend for; 
becauſe it 1s of a determinate, fix'd .and 
perpetual Signification. | 


The Article of the Deſcent into Hell 


may be interpreted ſeveral ways; becauſe 


the Word, Hell, is an ambiguous Term, 


ſignifying the Place of the Damm d, the 


Recep- 
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Receptacle of Departed Spirits, &c. And 
it is uncertain in what Senſe, the original 
Word was underſtood by the Inſerters of 
it into the Creed. But we know for what 
Reaſon, and in what Senſe, The Term, 
'Oozn:@», was usd: And, as tis diſtin- 
ouiſh'd from *Oaro:@-, it muſt always 
ſignify being of One, or the ſame Sub- 
ſtance. For "Owasn:@* wou'd have ex- 
preſsd coming as near as poſlible in Na- 
ture and Eſſence: But becauſe it did not 
clearly and fully declare the Son to be 
of one or the ſame Subſtance with the Fa- 
ther, thoſe Venerabl: and Wiſe Men ad- 
her'd to the Other; which, as tis diſtin- 
guiſh'd from this, muſt aſcertain and de- 
termine the Point, and be of a fix d and 
perpetual Signification. And our Tran- 
ſlation is an Evident Teſtimony, that the 
Compilers underſtood it of an Og of 
Efſence: The Word is not renderd of 
a like, but of one Subſtance; which one 
cannot conceive they ſhou'd agree to, if 
they did not underſtand it of an Unity 
of Eſſence. „ 


And the other Expreſſions, I cited, are 
not intelligible, if they do not denote the 
ſame Truth. How can He, in ſuch an 


Emphatical Manner, be ſtil'd God of Gad, 


| Light of Light, very God of very God, 


unleſs He be Partaker of the ſame Sub- 
1 _—_— 
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- ſtance and Properties with the Father? | 


The Learned Doctor is pleas'd to talk 
much of the Son's deriving His Being 
from the Father, by an mneffable, incom- 
prehenſible, &c. Generation. We own the 
Generation of the Son to be zneffable and 
zncomprehenſible. But what is this to the 
Purpoſe? The Queſtion is not, whether 
He deriv'd His Being in an ineſfable, in- 
comprehenſible way? But what kind of Be- 
ing, Nature and Eſſence He did derive in 
an ineſfable, incomprehenſible way? Whe- 
ther the Divine, or not? If the Divine; 
He muſt be of one and the ſame Subſtance 
with the Father; and then His Generation 
is truly ineſable and incomprehenſible. If 
not; He does not owe His Being to His 
Father's Nature and Eſſence, but to His 


Power, Wiſdom and Goodneſs, as Angel. 


and Men do: And then what is become 
of the Doctor's zneffable and incomprehen- 
ſible way of Generation? Except it be ap- 
plicable to the Production of all Beings; 
which I ſuppoſe he does not mean. But 
to return to the Opinion of aur Com- 
pilers. 


As to that, which is commonly calld 


the Creed of St. Athanaſius; except thoſe 
excellent Men had the ſame Talent, as the 
Reverend Doctor has ſhewn, at interpret- 
| m 
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ing the Force and Meaning of it away; 
their admiting of it into the Liturgy of 
our Church, is a plain Teſtimony of their 


Orthodoxy in the Article of our Bleſſed Sa- 


viour's Divinity. Who was the Author 
of that Creed, is not the Queſtion now ? 
we have eſtabliſh'd our Doctrine upon o- 
ther Authorities: But whether its being a 
part of our Publick Religious Service, be 
not an Argument, that thoſe that made 
it ſo, did believe Chriſt to be really 


and abſolutely God, is to be conſider'd 
ANC?” i | (Te 


They cou d not but ſce, that His Godhead 


is declar d in that Creed to be the ſame with 
that of the Father; that He is ſuch as the 
Fat her is; Uncreate, Incomprehenſible, E- 
ternal, Almighty, God and Lord; that He 
is not after, nor leſs than, the Father, but 
Co. eternal and Co-equal with Him that 
He is God of the Subſtance of His Father 


Perfect God—Equal to the Father, as touch- 


ing His Godhead. Tis as plain here as 
words can make it, that the Son is de- 
ſcrib'd as Co- eſſential with the Father; 
Co- equal and Co- eternal with Him in Glory, 
Majeſty and Greatneſs, which is all we 


contend for. So plain, that tis impoſlible 
but that our Compilers ſhou'd apprehend 


it. Since then it is inſerted by them into 


the Form of Divine Service, and is ſo 
| clear 
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clear and expreſs for the Son's Divinity, 


as maintain d by us; we may fairly con- In 
clude, that they did believe Him to be of 0 
the ſame Nature and Eſſence with the 
Father. es 
D 


Our Learned Author ſays, we muſt not in 
underſtand that Creed, as enjoining a Be- Iin 
lief of either ſeveral Un. originated, Self. in 

_ exiſtent Beings, or of different Denomina- M 
tions only of the ſame Being; but of Plu- the 
rality of Perſons in the Godhead, whereof 0 
One only is Un. originated and Self-exiſtent ; 
and the Others derive their Being, in an 
mmeffable Manner from Him. Here I en- 
tirely agree. with him; as the former part 
of the /mnaication ſufficiently teſtifies, 


The Equality of Perſons inſiſted upon 
in the Athanaſian Creed, is not with re- 
gard to their Origination ; but to Their 
Subſtance and Perfections: That They are 
all Three of the ſame Nature and Eſſence; 
all of 'em Uncreate, Eternal, Incomprehen- 
feble; Almighty, Holy, God and Lord; Co- 
equal and Co-eternal together in Glory and 
Majeſty. It is expreſly declar d that the 
Father is of None; but that the Con is 
begotten, and the Holy Ghoſt proceed- 
ing; which is a plain acknowledgment of 
a different Origination. But this Diver- 


ſity of Origination implies only a _ 
na 
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1- nal Relation, and does not at all affect the 
tf Character of Real and Abſolute Divinity. 


The Character of Real and Abſolute 
Divinity conſiſts in an unlimited Eſſence, 


ot in Eternity and Neceſſity of Exiſtence; in 


Infinite Power, Knowledge and Juſtice; 
f- Wind in ſuch other Attributes, N atural and 
4- Moral, as neceſſarily flow from theſe. But 


4u- Ine Son and the Holy Ghoſt have an ab- 
18 in general, 


of Flute Title to this 
15 y a full Communication of the Divine 


n- Wil Their Powers are Neceſlary and Eter- 
art al, as the Father's are; and therefore 

Whey are equal to Him, in Subſtance, and 
1 all the Perfections of the Godhead. 


ut how cou'd our Compilers acknowledge 
im to be His Father's true and only Son, 
Oppoſition to Men and Angels, who 
e His Sons by Creation; unleſs they 
ere perſwaded that He deriv'd His Na- 


Generation? And that They ſubſcribd 
dan Eternal Generation, in this Caſe; 


er- ppears from the laſt Words I cited, the 


ſo- rrlaſting Son of the Father. The Col- 
nal Bt for Whitſunday, concludes thus; 
| 2 7 y hrough 


ature and Eſſence. Their Exiſtence, and 


In the Hymn, call'd, Te Deum, Our Sa- 
our is ſtiPd God's true and only Son :;— 
ind, the everlaſting Son of the Father. 


re and Eſſence from the Father, by Eter- 


| 
: 
} 
b 
ul 
4 


E 


164 A Vindication of our Bleſſed 
Through the Merits of Chriſt Feſus our a- 
Vviour, who liveth and reigneth with thee 
| (God) in the Unity of the ſame Spirit, one 
God, World without End. Amen. Our 
Compilers here declare, that the Father, the 
Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, live and reign 
together in Unity, one God, World with- 
out End. But how They cou'd juſtly re- 
cCognize Their living and reigning toge-j 
ther in Unity, and affirm Them to be One 
God, without believing Them to be of the 
ſame Nature and Eſſence, is above My 
Comprehenſion. : 


True and ſincere Chriſtians may be ſai 
to be one with God; as they endeavour : 
Conformity to His Purity and Holineſs 
and are zealous and ambitious to be Perf 
fed, even as He is Perfect. But let er 
aſpire at, and attain ever ſo many Diving 
Qualities and PerfeQions, in as great 
Degree as they are able; their Heaven; 
Father and They, notwithſtanding, car 
never be ſtil'd, in any Senſe whatever, on 
Cod. And the ſame may be affirm'd of 
any other Being, inferiour to the Father 
in Nature and Eſſence; that it cannot 
without Blaſphemy, be call'd one God wit 
Him. When Two are, in ſuch an eminenſ 
and compleat Manner, One ; that They 
may be juſtly ſtil'd One God; They muff 
be look'd upon to have an Unity 3 Suh 
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ſtance, as well as an Equality of Powers 
and Attributes. | 


Our Compilers have taught us, in the 
Collett for Trinity Sunday, to acknowledge 
the Glory of the Eternal Trinity ; and, at 
the fame time, to worſhip the Unity. But 
They are no where more expreſs and full 
to our purpoſe, than in he Proper Pre- 
face for Trinity Sunday : Who art One God, 
One Lord; not One only Perſon, but three 


Perſons in One Subſtance. For that which 


we believe of the Glory of the Father, the 
| ſame we believe of the Son, and of the Holy 
Ghoſt, without any difference or inequality. 
Words, ſurely, cou'd not be found more 
fully and determinately to expreſs Their 
Senſe and Opinion. They affirm God to be 
Three Perſons in One Subſtance; and de- 
clare that zhe Glory of theſe Three Perſons 
is the ſame, with Regard to Each of Them 
_ diſtintly ; without the leaſt difference or 
inequality. 8 


They cou'd underſtand by dubſtance, no 
leſs than the Eſſence of God; or the Sub- 
ect of all Divine Powers and Perfections; 
for without the greateſt Violence, it can 
bear no other Conſtruction: And conſe- 
quently, if They eſteem'd the Son to be 4 
Perſon in One Subſtance with the Father; 
They muſt believe Them to have the ſame 

Eſſence, 


. 
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Eſſence, or One Common Subject of Their tl 
_ Powers and Perfections. . 


J will conclude this Section, with a ſhort ti 
Enquiry into the Doctrine of the Homilies f 
in this Caſe: which were compos'd in King of 
Edward the Sixth's Reign; Chiefly, (I E 
think) by thoſe Excellent Men, that drew 

up the Liturgy. In the Homily or Ser- 
mon of the Nativity, we find theſe Paſ- pt 
ſages; He ( Chriſt) was perfect God, Co- in 
equal with the Father, as touching His | <C 
Deity, — Where are now thoſe Arians II 
which deny Chriſt to have been perfect God, D 
of equal Subſtance with the Father? —That ur 
He was by Nature and Subſtance perfect me 
Cod. In the Second Homily of the Paſſion; Co 
Chriſt being the Son of God, and perfect God ſir 
Himſelf, —— His only Son, His Natural le. 
Son. In the Homily of the Reſurrecon, fare 
as follows; how dare we be ſo bold to re- ſh: 
nounce the Preſence of the Father, the Son, 0 
and the Holy Ghoſt? (For where One is, Wl 
' There is God all whole in Majeſty, together Imi 
with all His Power Wiſdom and Goodneſs.) Bu 

I ſhall mention but one Paſſage more; ne 
in the firſt part of the Homily for Whit- ſte 

ſunday; as for His (the Holy Ghoſt's) SU 
proper Nature and Subſtance it is altoge- of 
ther One with God the Father and God col 
the Jon; that is to ſay, Spiritual, Eter- Re 
nal, Uncreated, Incomprehenſible, 9 ry 
| | rom 
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From theſe Inſtances it plainly appears, 
that our Church, at that time, did really 
believe our Bleſſed Saviour to be the Con- 
ſubſtantial or Co- eſſential Son of God. And 
tis evident likewiſe from the Liturgy ( as 
was ſhewn juſt before) that the Compilers 


of it did embrace and profeſs the ſame 
Truth. 1 5 


I have now diſpatch'd, what was, at firſt, 
propos'd; and have been as ſhort and clear 
in the Management of the Whole, as [ 
cou'd. To avoid the multiplying of Pages, 


I have ſeldom quoted what the Learned 


Doctor has offer'd upon the Particulars I 
undertook to conſider. But my Argu- 
ments, eſpectally thoſe Concerning Chriſt's 
Co-eſſentiality with the Father, and His 
ſtrict and proper Eternity, are directly 
level'd againſt his Doctrine; and, I hope, 
are an Anſwer to it. If that Great Man 
ſhall think fit to reply to the Whole; or 
to any Part of this Vindication; I am 
willing and ready (if my Health will per- 
mit) to examine farther into the Subfect. 
Bur I truſt he will not put me upon explain- 
ing the Mode of dittin& Perſons ſubſi- 


Hence, in the ſame Individual Eſſence or 


Subſtance. That 18 the Myſterious Part 
of the Article; which was deſign'd to be 
conceaPd from us. If he endeavour from 
Receiv'd Principles of Reaſon, to prove 

| It 
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it a Contradiction; it will be neceſſary to 
appear ſo far in Defenſe of it, as to clear 

it from that Imputation. In the mean 
time, 1 heartily wiſh and pray, that thoſe, 
whoſe Misfortune it is, to entertain ſuch 
pernicious Notions of this Neceſſary Ar- 
ticle of Chriſtianity, may be enlighten'd 
with a Bright Ray of Divine and Saving 
Knowledge, and reduc'd to the Acknow- 
ledgment of the Truth; that they may not 

at laſt be oblig d tolament and bewail their 
Condition,' in a more melancholy Place, 
for not knowing the God, than with St. 
Peter at the Door, for not knowing the 
Man; that while they explode the Divini- 

ty of the Second Perſon in the Ever: Ble, 

- Jed Trinity, they be not depriv'd of the 
Preſence, and Aſſiſtance of the Third. 
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